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THEY REACHED THE REMOTEST VILLAGES OF INDIA 


ANDHRA PRADESH 


DIET, Karimnagar 

DIET, Srikakulam 

DIET, Vizianagaram 

DIET, Visakhatnam 

DIET, East Godavari 

DIET, West Godavari 

DIET, Krishna 

DIET, Prakasam 

DIET, Nelloré 

DIET, Kadapa 

DIET, Chittoor 

DIET, Anantapur 

DIET and Google volunteers, Kurnool 
DIET and Google volunteers, Rangareddy 
DIET, Medak 

DIET, Nizamabad DIET, Adilabad 
DIET, Khammam DIET, Nalgonda 
DIET, Guntur 

DIET, Warangal 

Naandi, Mahbubnagar 


ARUNACHAL PRADESH 


NSS, Changlang 

Idu Culture and Literator society/Ebo Fourmus 
club, Dibang Valley 

Centre for Rural Community Children, East 
Kameng 

Tayeng Women’s Group, East Siang NSS Tezu 
College, Lohit 

NSS Hailung, Lohit 

Action Aid Society, Lower Subansiri Action Aid 
Society, Papum Pare NSS, Tawang 

Tirap Youth Club, Tirap 

Action Aid Society, Upper Subansiri Tayeng 
Women’s Group, Upper Siang Rupa Town Club, 
West Kameng 

West Siang Youth Foundation, West Siang 


ASSAM 


Socio-Economic Development Organization 
(SEDO), Dhemaji 

Pragati Foundation, Jorhat 

Pragati Foundation, Tinsukia 

Pragati Foundation, Sonitpur 

Pragati Foundation, Goalpara 

Uttaran, Sivasagar 

Bongaigaon Gana Sewa Society, Bongaigaon 
Pragati Foundation, Lakhimpur 

Pragati Foundation, Barpeta 

Pragati Foundation, Dhubri 

Pragati Foundation, Nalbari 

Nabarun Sangha Community Centre, Karimganj 
Wodichee, Hailakandi 

Assam Mahila Samata Society (AMSS), Marigaon 
Socio Educational Welfare Association (SEWA), 
Dibrugarh 

All India Student’s Federation (AISF), Golaghat 
Society for Progressive Implementation & 
Development, Cachar 

Assam Mahila Samata Society(AMSS), Nagaon 
Pragati Foundation, Kokrajhar 


Jirsong Asong, Karbi Anglong 

Social Unity Keepers Association For All 
(SUKAFA), Darrang 

Social Unity Keepers Association For All 
(SUKAFA), Kamrup 


BIHAR 


Bhardwaj Seva Kendra, Araria 

Kartavya Welfare Organization, Katihar 
Crescent Education & Welfare Trust, Kishanganj 
National Rural Development Trust, Purnia 
Koshi Kshetriya Viklang Vidhwa Vridh Kalyan 
Samiti, Saharsa 

St. Paul Foundation, Khagaria 

Jan Mahila Utthan Sansthan, Begusarai 
Rachna, Bhagalpur 

Disha Vihar, Munger 

Aakriti Serva Seva, Jamui 

AID India, Madhepura 

Koshi Ksetriye Viklang Vidhwa Birddh Kalyan 
Samiti, Supaul 

Akriti Samajik Sansthan, Vaishali 

Jawahar Jyoti Bal Vikash Kendra, Samastipur 
Vikash sarthi, Siwan 

Sadbhawna Vikash Mandal, Saran 

Shanti Seva Ashram, Muzaffarpur 

Prajapati Missr Sikhchhan evam Vikash 
Sansthan, West Champaran 

Prerna Development Foundation, East Champaran 
Sanjeevani Darpan, Darbhanga 

Bihar Sewa Samiti, Madhubani 

Nav Jeevan Manav Uthan Kendra, Gopalganj 
Istami Ummat, Sitamarhi 

Khadi Gram Udyog Sansthan, Sheohar 

Nav Manas Kalyan Samiti, Patna 

An Unit Of Research, Gaya 

AID India, Jehanabad 

Samagra Manav Sewa Samiti, Bhojpur 
Gramin Sansadhan Vikash Parishad, Buxar 
Akhil Bhartiya Shikshit Berojgar Yuva Kalyan 
Sansthan, Rohtas 

Shanti Shilp Kala Kendra, Bhabua 

Jeevan Jyoti Kendra, Aurangabad 
Chhatrachhaya, Lukhisarai 

Ragho Seva Sansthan, Shiekhpura 

Akriti Sarva Seva, Banka 

Gramin Manav Seva Mandir, Nalanda 
R-Teach Communication, Nawada 


CHHATTISGARH 


Adhar Seva Sansthan, Bastar 

Naya Nari Kalyan evam Jan Seva Samiti, Bilaspur 
Pehla Kadam Seva Sansthan, Dhamtari Sanjivani 
Seva Sansthan, Durg 

Kulipota Gram Seva Samiti, Janjgir Champa 
Ashray Seva Samiti, Jashpur 

Grameen Vikas Seva Sansthan, Kanker Naandi 
Foundation, Kanker 

Shri Bhoramdev Janjagran Shiksha & Lok Kala 
Samiti, Kawardha 

Srout, Korba 

Sanskar Vikas , Koriya 

Pragati Manthan Shikshan Sansthan, 


Mahasamund 

Pragati Manthan Sikshan Sansthan, Raigarh DIET, 
Raipur 

Lalit Kala Manch, Rajnandgaon 

Chhattisgarh Janjati Vikas Parishad, Surguja 


DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI 


Senior Khanvel College, Dadara and Nagar Haveli 
Dadara Nagar Haveli Education Department, 
Dadara and Nagar Haveli 


DAMAN AND DIU 


Dalit Sangathan, Diu 
Lakshmi Mahila Mandal, Daman 


GOA 


Smt. Parvatibai Chowgule College of Arts & 
Science, South Goa 

Khemraj Memorial School, South Goa DMC 
College , North Goa 

Shikshanagrahi (Maharashtra), North Goa 


GUJARAT 


Matrubhumi Khadi Gramudhyog Seva Trust, 
Ahmedabad 

Shikshan & Samaj Kalyan Kendra, Amreli Shree 
N.S.Patel Institute of Social Work, Anand Shree 
J.M.Patel Institute of Social work, Anand 

Adivasi Sarvangi Vikas Sangh, Banas Kantha 
Development Support Unit, Bharuch 

Mahila Samakhya, Bhavnagar 

Prakriti Foundation, Dahod 

Shri P.H.G Municipal Arts & Science College, 
Kalok, Gandhinagar 

Ashapura Charitable Trust, Jamnagar Sahyog 
Development Foundation, Junagadh Healing Touch , 
Kheda 

Marag, Kutchh 

College Students, Mahesana 

Samarpan Foundation, Narmada 

Gram Seva Trust, Navsari 

Anandi, Panch Mahal 

Navjagriti Yuvak Mandal, Patan 

Janda Gram Vikas Trust, Porbandar 

Sargam Yuva Mandal, Rajkot 

Navjivan Charitable Trust, SabarKantha Manav 
Ekta Charitable Trust,Surat 

Bajrang Gram Vikas Trust, Surendranagar Mahila 
Samakhya, Thedangs 

Samarpan Foundation, Baroda 

Anarde Foundation, Valsad 

Manav Ekta Charitable Trust, Tapi 


HARYANA 


Dayanand Vedic College, Hissar 
Bhagwan Parshuram College, Kurukshetra 
Govt. College, Karnal 


Chaudhary Devi Lal College, Sonipat Arya College, 
Panipat 


-Govt. PG College, Jind 
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Manohar Memorial (MM) College, Fatehabad 
Chandan Mal Karnani College, Sirsa 

Mukand Lal National (MLN) College, Yamunanagar 
Radha Krishnan Sanathan Dharm College,Kaithal 
Jat College, Rohtak 

Govt. PG College, Jhajjar 

Janta College, Bhiwani 

RDS College, Rewari 

Govt. College, Mahendragarh 

Pratham, Google, PWC Volunteers, Gurgaon Yasin 
Mave College, Mewat 

Sanathan Dharam College, Amba Govt. College, 
Panchkula Aggarwal College, Faridabad 


HIMACHAL PRADESH 


DIET, Bilaspur 

Govt. PG College, Chamba 

General Jorawar Singh College, Nadoun,Hamirpur 
Govt. PG College, Dharamshala, Kangra 

Govt. Degree College, Recongpeo, Kinnaur 

Govt. PG College, Kullu 

Pratham, Lahul & Spiti 

Amass Institute, Mandi 

Govt. PG College Seema, Shimla 

Govt. PG College Nahan, Sirmaur 

Vaidh Shankar Lal Memorial Coilege of Education, 
Chandi, Solan 

Govt. PG College, Una 


JAMMU AND KASHMIR 


Maulana Azad Memorial (MM) College, Jammu 
Maulana Azad Memorial (MM) College, Kathua 
Maulana Azad Memorial (MM) College, 
Udhampur Maulana Azad Memorial (MM) 
College, Poonch Maulana Azad Memorial (MM) 
College, Rajauri Maulana Azad Memorial (MM ) 
College, Doda Kashmir University, Srinagar 
Kashmir University, Budgam Kashmir University, 
Anantnag Kashmir University, Kupwara Kashmir 
University, Baramulla Kashmir University, 
Pulwama Pratham team, Kargil 

Pratham team, Leh 


JHARKHAND 


Sahyogini, Bokaro 

Society for Reformation and Advancement of 
Adivasis, West Singhbhum 

Lok Prerna Kendra, Chatra 

NEEDS, Deoghar 

Jharkhand Gramin Vikas Trust, Dhanbad Nehru 
Yuva Kendra, Dumka 

Rural Outright Development Society, Purbi 
Singhbum 

Samajik Parivartan Sansthan, Giridih Santhal 
Pargana Gram Rachana Sansthan, Godda 

Vikas Bharti , Gumla 

Nav Bharat Jagriti Kendra, Hazaribagh Lok Chirag 
Sewa Sansthan, Jamtara 

Veer Jharkhand Vikas Sewa Manch, Kodarma 
Gramin Samaj Kalyan Vikas Manch, Latehar 
Lohardagga Gram Swarajya Sansthan, Lohardaga 
Nav Bharat Jagriti Kendra, Pakaur 


Bihar Pradesh Yuva Parishad, Palamu Maharishi 
Menhi Kalyan Kendra, Ranchi Abhiyan, 
Sahibganj 

Gram Jyoti Kendra, Simdega 

Lok Hit Sansthan, Sarikela 

Jan Chetana Kendra, Garwha 


KARNATAKA 


Sadhana; Department of Social Work, Jagadguru 
Sri Shivarathreshwara College (JSS); Adivasi 
Mattu Graminabivruddi Samsthe (Tribal and 
Rural Development Institution), Chamarajanagar 
Samvardhana Samsthe; Sri Bhuvaneshwari Central 
Foundation; Students of Bachloer of Business 
Management (BBM), Government College, 
Maleyuru, 

Mandya 

PRATHAM Samsthe; Department of Social Work 
and Department of Studies in 
Education,University of Mysore; Department of 
Social Work, Jagadguru 

Sri Shivarathreshwara College (JSS) College; 
Department of Social Work, Mahajana College; 
Department of Social Work, Vidya Vikas College, 
Mysore 

Asare Samsthe; Spandana Samsthe; Harshitha 
Alur Yojane; Srikantha Vidya Samsthe; Bhoomi 
Samsthe; Prachodana Samsthe, Hassan; 
EMBARK Youth Association; Botlappa Yuva 
Sangha; Govt. First Grade College Students, 
Virajpet 

Sri Basaweshwara Yuvaka Sangha, 
Suntimangalore, Kodagu 

Siddeshwar Rural Development 

Society, Chitradurga 

Samanvya Samsthe, Department of Social Work 
and Department of Education, Kuvempu 
University, Shimoga 

PADI — VALORED (Value Oriented Education), 
Mangalore; Department of Social Work, Mangolore 
University; Students of Shreenivas Institute of 
Management Studies; Department of Social Work, 
Karavali Group of Colleges; Jilla Mahila Vedike; 
jilla Shikshana Sampanmula Kendragala Okkuta, 
Mangalore, Dakshina Kannada 

Centre for Rural Studies, Manipal University; 
District Institute for Education and Training 
(DIET), Udupi; Students of Mulki Sundar Ram 
Shetty College, Shirva; Students of Govt. 
Women’s First Grade College, Ajjarkad, Udupi; 
Students of Sri Sharada College, Basrur, 
Kundapur 

Dept. of Public Health (Master of Social Work), 
Manipal University; Community Radio 
Department, Manipal Institute of Communication, 
Manipal University, Udupi Prabhodini Trust, 
Hariharapura, Koppa, Chikkamagalur 

Malenadu Education and Rural Development 
Society, Sirsi; Mukta Trust Honnavar ; Think 
Centre, Sirsi; Vidya Poshak; Navya Navodaya 
Sangha Kanchikai, Siddapur 

Arpana Samsthe, Binaga, Karawar, Uttar Kannada 
SLEEGS, Gadag 


Navachetana Rural Development Society, Gadag; 
Students of Dr. B. R. Hiremath BSW College, 
Bagalkot 

Basaweshwar D.Ed. College, Bagalkot 

Kalidas BSW college, Badami, Bagalkot 
Bsaveshwara Vidya Vardhaka Sangha (BVVS) 
Rural Development Foundation, Bagalkot; 
Akshara Foundation, Raichur; Janahita, Raichur; 
Prerana, Raichur; Kisan Bharati Trust, Sindhanur; 
Shri Kotturu Basaveshwar Yuvaka Mandali, 
Kudloor; Vivekanad Rural Education Trust, 
Raichur; Shri Gururaj Samskritika Kala Sanga, 
Lingasur; Samskruti, Raichur; Asare, Devadurga, 
Raichur 

Development Association Reconstruction for 
institute (DARI); Shade Society, Bidar; Nirantara 
Foundation, Bidar; Post Graduation Centre, 
Gulburga University, Halahalli; Vidya Vikas Trust 
(Department of Social Work), Bidar; Green Field 
NGO Bidar; Shaheen Education Society, Bidar; 
Adishakthi Education Society, Bidar 

Nirantara Social Welfare Society; Grama Seva 
Samaja, Thruvekere; Organisation for Resource 
Development and Environment Rejuvenation 
(ORDER), Tipaturu; Centre for Urban and Rural 
Development Society (CURDS), Kunigal & 
Chikaanayakanahalli; Village Education and 
Development Society (VEDS), Sira &Koratagere; 
Department of Social Work, Tumkuru University; 
Students of Hemadhri Institute of Management 
Studies, Tumkuru; Madugiri Department of Social 
Welfare (Dept, BSW), Tumukur ; Yashaswini 
Vividhodhesha Samaja Seva Samsthe; Team for 
Reformation Education And Environment Service 
(TREES), Bangarapet; Parivarathana Maluru; 
Rakshana Gramina Abivruddhi Samsthe, 
Mulubagilu; Sri Shridi Saibaba Samsthe, Kolar; 
Ysahaswini Mhila Mandali, Kolar; Leehardes 
Samsthe, 

Kolar; Jagruthi Foundation, Chikkaballapura; 
Govt. Post Graduation College, Kolar 

Navodaya Educational and Environment 
Development Service (NEEDS); Vidya Poshak; 
Chaitanya Rural Development Society; Gandhi 
Rural Development Society; Spoorthi Rural 
Development Society; Arunodaya Education and 
Health Development Society, Haveri Belgaum 
Integrated Development Society (BIRDS); Vidya 
Posha, Belgaum 

Center for Rural Development (CORDS), Ballary; 
Human Resource Development Society, Vahini 
Rural Development Society, The Rural Economic 
Agriculture Development Society (READS), 
Nisarga Mahila 

Mandala, Bellary 

Department of Social Study ,Gulbarga University, 
Gulbarga; Shri Sai Pasad College of MSW (Sujay 
Education & Welfare Society); Paryaya College of 
BSW (IARRD-Institute for Alternative Research 
and Rural Development); Sire Yadagir; Future 
World Association (FWA), Shahapur; Akshara 
Foundation, Gulbarga 

Spoorthi Sasmsthe; Swaradha; Meera Mahila 
Foundation; Neasara Samsthe; Marks-K Samsthe, 


Davangere 
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Sarvodaya Integrated Rural Development Society; 
Institute of Social Studies and Research (ISSAR), 
Koppal 

Akshara Foundation, Bangalore Deutsche Bank, 
Bangalore (South) 

Mahila Grammena Vidya Abhivardhi Samsthe, 
Devanahalli; The Rural Economic Agriculture 
Development Society (READS); Pragathi 
Austin(Kanakapura); Akshara Foundation; Jagruthi 
Samaja Seva Samsthe,Hosakote; Spsward 
Samsthe, @hikkaballapura, Bangalore(Rural) 
Akshara Foundation, Dharwad, Vidya Poshak, 
Dharwad 

Akshara Foundation; People Organisation for 
Waste Land and Environment Regeneration 
(POWER); Vidya Poshak; Jai Gurudev BSW 
College, Bijapur 


KERALA 
Kudumbashree, All districts 
MADHYA PRADESH 


Pragati Krushi Seva Samiti, Sagar 

Masum Samiti, P 

Bal Adhikar Suraksha Samiti, Tikamgarh 
Chhatarpur Mahila Jagruti Manch, Chhatarpur 
Nohaleshwar Grameen Vikas Trikuti Sansthan, 
Damoh 

Nehru Yuva Kendra, Bhind 

Sab Jan Vikas Foundation , Bhopal 

Nehru Yuva Kendra, Datia 

Government Chandra Vijay Mahavidyalaya, 
Dindori 

Padam Ganesh Sewa Kalyan Samiti, Guna 
Takshshila Samaj Sevi Sansthan, Gwalior Jan 
Kalyan Shiksha Samiti, Mandla Takshshila 
Samaj Sevi Sansthan, Morena Bandhan 
Sansthan, Narsinghpur 

Nehru Yuva Kendra, Raisen 

Sab Jan Vikas Foundation , Rajgarh Kesari 
Sansthan, Sehore 

Padam Ganesh Sewa Kalyan Samiti, Sheopur 
Raval Mahila Samiti, Vidisha 

Padam Ganesh Sewa Kalyan Samiti, Shivpuri 
Jagruti Nehru Yuva Mandal, Balaghat 

Nav Jyoti Shiksha Samiti, Chhindwara 

Late Shri Ramnarayan Samaj Uthan Samiti, 
Jabalpur 

Anupama Education Society, Katni Sadhana 
Shiksha,Arogya evam Krushi Kanlyan Samiti, 
Rewa 

Sadhana Shiksha,Arogya evam Krushi Kanlyan 
Samiti, Satna 

Mahila Vikas Parishad, Seoni 

Vishwas Samaj Sevi Sangathan, Shahdol Swaraj 
Gramothan Jan Kalyan Yuva Vikas Samiti, Sidhi 
Dipika Sangeet Samiti, Umaria 

Pratham Shiksha Welfare Society, Barwani Usha 
Nari Samajik Kalyan Sansthan, Dewas Pratham, 
Dhar 

Shri Janmangal Sansthan, East Nimar/ Khandwa 
Jai Bharat Bharti Seva Samiti, Harda Kesri Yuva 
Vikas Samiti, Hoshangabad Pratham Shiksha 


Welfare Society, Indore Janshikshan Sansthan , 
Jhabua 

Agrim Technical Education Social Welfare 
Society, Mandsaur 

Dev Sanskrutik Zhan Prachar Samiti, Neemuch 
Sab Jan Vikas Foundation, Ratlam 

Lok Kalyan Jansabha, Shajapur 

Chatrasal Samajik Jankalyan Samiti, Ujjain Gaddi 
Yuva Mandal, West Nimar/Khargaon Volunteer 
Organisation Information Center for 
Empowerment, Betul 


MAHARASHTRA 


Balvikas Bahu-uddeshiya Shikshan Sanstha, 
Shrirampur, Ahmednagar 

Dyanganga Samajik Shaikshanik Sanstha, 
Osmanabad , Ahmednagar 

Santh Gadge Baba Kanishtha Vidyalaya, Akola 
Nursing Mahavidyalaya, Akot, Akola 

Ankur Bahu-uddeshiya Sanstha Jawala , Amravati 
Pratham Bahu-uddeshiya Shikshan Sanstha, 
Amravati 

Janjagruti Grameen Vikas Sanstha Bhandaraj, 
Amravati 

Sanket Multipurpose Society , Aurangabad 
Sangharsha Yuva Krida Mandal , Aurangabad 
Rajmata Jijau Bachatgat , Aurangabad 

Jay Gavlibaba Mitra Mandal, Aurangabad 
Janshikshan Sevabhavi Sanstha, Beed 
Jansagar Bahu- udeshiya Sevabhavi Sanstha, 
Beed 

Mauli Bahu-udeshiya Sevabhavi Sanstha,Beed 
Tuljabhawani Sevabhavi Sanstha, Beed Jay 
Shreeram Sewabhavi Sanstha , Beed Anurag 
Adhyapak Vidyalaya, Bhandara 

Nirmik Samajik Sanshodhan & Vikas Kendra, 
Buldhana 

Samajik Arthrik Vikas Sanstha Kerwadi Branch, 
Buldhana 

Sankalp Bahu-uddeshiya Prakalp , Chandrapur 
Sanket Multipurpose Society , Dhule 
Dr.Babasaheb Ambedkar M.S.W College, Dhule 
Prayas Bahu-udeshiya Sanstha, Gadchiroli 
Prahar Samajik Sanstha , Gondia 

Sankalp Pre School Teacher Center, Gondia 
Economical Stable and Commercial Education 
Project(ESCEP), Rojgar Seva Sahakari Sanstha, 
Gondia 

Satha Samajik Sanstha, Hingoli 

Toshniwal College, Hingoli 

Shivaji College, Hingoli 

Narayanrao Vaghmare Mahavidyalaya, Hingoli 
Dhyanjyoti Bahu-udeshiya Sanstha, Jalna 
Shankarao Chavan Samajkarya 

Mahavidyalaya, Jalna 

Chhatrapati Bahu-uddeshiya Grameen Seva 
Bhavi Sanstha, Jalna 

Sanket Multipurpose Society , Jalgaon 
Chintamani Trust, Kolhapur 

Pace Prashikshan Center , Kolhapur 

Pragati Shikshan Mandal, Kolhapur Chhatrapati 


Shivaji Shikshan Shastra Mahavidyalaya, 
Kolhapur 


Jijamata Sevabhavi Sanstha, Latur 

Navjeevan Grameen Bahu-uddeshiya Sanstha, 
Latur 

Tejas Mahila Mandal, Nagpur 

Pratham Sakham Center , Nagpur 

Mother Teresa Samajkarya Mahavidyalya, Nagpur 
Annapurna Sanstha , Nagpur 

Vanchit Vikas Lok Sanstha , Nanded 

Manav Vikas Sanstha , Nanded 

Nisarg Sevabhavi Sanstha, Nanded 

Yaha Pandhar Adivasi Vikas Sanstha, Nandurbar 
Samata Bahu-udeshiya Sanstha, Nandurbar 
Pratham DRC- Centre, Nashik 

Dyanganga Samajik Shaikshanik Sanstha , 
Osmanabad 

Manvi Hakka Abhiyan, Osmanabad 

Krantijoyti Samajik Sanstha, Osmanabad 
Shamnath Sevabhavi Sanstha Patha, 
Osmanabad 

Samata Shikshan Prasarak Adhyapak 
Mahavidyalaya, Osmanabad 

Shankarrao Patil Junior Mahavidyalaya, 
Osmanabad 

Beleshwar Sevabhavi Sanstha , Parbhani Dyan 
Sarswati Grameen Sevabhavi Sanstha , 
ParbhaniNirmik Samajik Sanshdhon Vikas 
Kendra, Parbhani 

Swapan Bhoomi, Parbani 

Pratham Pune Shikshan Mandal, Pune Kranti Joyti 
Mahila Mandal, Pune Suvidha Swayam Rojgar 
Seva Sahakari Sanstha, Pune 

Suprabhat Mahila Mandal, Pune 

Arts & Science College, Raigad Pragat Konkan 


‘Sanstha, Raigad 


Senior College Path Panhale , Ratnagiri 
P.K.Darekar College, Ratnagiri 

Datar Bahere Joshi College, Ratnagiri R.P. Gogte 
Jogalekar College, Ratnagiri Pragat Konkan 
Sanstha , Ratnagiri Pratham Agri Learning Centre, 
Sangli 

Chandramani Ranjane Rajmata Mahila Vikas 
Sanstha, Sangli 

Duva Samajik Sanstha, Sangli 

Parivartan Samajik Sanstha, Jat, Sangli Anarth 
Swayamsevi Sanstha , Sangli Sadhar Centre, 
Sangli 

Voluntary Organisation for Integrated Community 
Empowerment, Satara 

Kranti Joyti Mahila Udyogik Sahakari Sanstha, 
Satara 

Shivparvati Mahila Bachat Gat , Satara Arts & 
Commerce Junior College , Satara 

Sahakar Maharishi Shankarrao Mohite Patil 
Mahavidyalaya, Satara 

Sudhir Sawant & Sandip Sawant, Sindhudurga 
Rajendra Nimbalkar, Sindhudurg 

Banda Junior College, Sindhudurg Pratham, 
Sindhudurg 

Vidya Vikas Bahu- uddeshiya Shikshan 
Sanstha, Solapur 

Dr. Ambedkar Shetti Vikas Savshodan Sanstha, 
Solapur 

Navyug Bahu- uddeshiya Samajsivi Sanstha, 
Solapur 
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Satyashodhak Shaikshanik Samajik 
Bahu-uddeshiya Sanstha, Solapur 

Bhagodya Bahu- uddeshiya Sanstha, Solapur 
Dayanand Mahavidyalaya , Solapur 

D.Ed College, Thane 

Vartak College, Thane 

Yuva College, Thane 

Deutsche Bank Mumbai, Thane 

Sankalp Bahu-uddeshiya Prakalp Ralegaon, 
Wardha 

Udor Multipurpose Society, Wardha Nishant 
Sarwjanik Wachanalya, Wardha Yash Sanstha, 
Hinganghat, Wardha 

Chaatraveer Sambhaji Raje Bahu-uddeshiya 
Shikshan Krida Prasarak Mandal, Washim 
Bhavanatai Gavali Janshikshan Prashikshan 
Sanstha, Washim 

Sankalp Bahu-uddeshiya Prakalp, Yavatmal 


MANIPUR 


Community Development Society (CDS) 
lrengbam, Bishnupur 

Kapaam Development Club (KDC) and Mrs. 
Dungkham Moyon, Kapaam, Chandel 

Mr.T Vunglallian, Churachandpur 

Community Development Soceity (CDS). 
Shikhong Sekmai, Imphal-East 

Dedicated Peoples’ of Kangleipak (DPK) Terat, 
Imphal-West 

Expedited Rural Agency (ERA), Senapati Bazar, 
Senapati 

Mr. Khugai Kamei, Tamenglong 

Youth Sporting Club, Khundongbam Leikai, 
Thoubal 

Institute of Tribal Development, Phungreitang, 
Ukhrul 


MEGHALAYA 


NEHU Tura, South Garo Hills 
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ASER Started in October 2005 as a result of the UPA government’s 2% education cess on all central taxes. The logic was that 
citizens should monitor the impact of their extra tax and, if possible, hold the government responsible. 


Dr. Madhav Chavan 


Actually, this is the role of the people’s representatives. But, given the way our legislature functions, people’s representatives 
do not hold the government accountable except when it presents a political opportunity. It is another matter that they do not 
want to be held accountable either. The UPA 1 government did declare that it would like to see outcomes over outlays and 


cyte to get all departments to generate outcome budgets. It is not clear if the idea of outcome budgets has worked at 
all. 


The President of India, in her speech in June 2009, soon after UPA 2 took charge, declared that her government would bring 
out five annual reports on the subjects of education, health, employment, environment, and infrastructure. We have not 
heard about it since then. Perhaps we should wait and find out if it was a genuine declaration or whether the speech writer 
goofed up. 


What has India achieved in the last five years in elementary education? The numbers of schools and classrooms built is 
staggering. No mean achievement. The number of teachers hired is quite large in many of the states. Not an easy task. Mainly 
as a result of the above two, the enrollment rate in schools has gone up substantially. 


But, it is necessary to look at these achievements closely. 


While enrollment- the registration of children in school rosters- has improved, the attendance rate of children has not 
improved. Although enrollment is nearing 96% in Bihar, the attendance in Bihar schools averages still under 60%. Is that true 
enrollment? Bihar is not alone in this. Excepting Himachal, Kerala, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka, Goa, Nagaland, and Maharashtra, 
in all other states, attendance is about 15% to 30% lower than the enrollment rate. The average attendance rate is the true 
enrollment rate of a state. In India, the average attendance rate seems to be around 75% on any given day. 


So, for elementary education to be truly universal, most children need to be in school most of the time. Hence, attendance has 
to be improved and monitored. Who will do this? The Right to Education Act talks of compulsory attendance. Who will compel 
the children to come to school? How? 


Now, what about learning? ASER has been monitoring if basic learning levels of children are improving. What do we mean by 
improvement in learning outcomes? How do we measure it? 


Various states have now started measuring learning levels of children. Usually a 

% Children in ASSAM who can at baseline of students is done atthe ae oan an He an - Saeoarae 
least read a Std | level text end of the year. The difference between endline and baseline is taken to be the 
improvement in learning. It cannot be denied that this constitutes progress, but 

2007 2008 2009 does it indicate that the learning process has become more effective? Is the 


Std! 6.6 73 6.7 learning process in 2009 more productive that it was in, say, 2007? Take the 
Std It 23.8 21,3 20.2 example of Assam and look at the proportion of children who could read at Std 1 
Std Ill 49.0 7a ee a 41.1 level in different years. In 2007, the percentage of children in Std 2 who could 


read at that level was 23.8%. This cohort moved to Std 3 in 2008 and the proportion 
gi = Ce ge of children who could read (Std 1 level text) went to 42.2% - an increase of 
StdV 80.5 73.2 71.0 18.4%. In the Std 2 cohort of 2008, on the other hand, 19.8% more children 
learnt to read in going to Std 3 in 2009. 


So, while the absolute number of Std 3 readers in 2009 appears to have reduced over 2008 and 2007, the actual process of 
improvement is more or less the same in 2008-09 than in 2007-08. But, if the ASSAM government were to measure the 
reading ability of Std 2 children early in the academic year, and then again at the end of the academic year, they would find 
that about 18-19% more children have learnt to read. This could be misunderstood as a major success but in fact it would be 
nothing more than what was being achieved all the previous years. And the fact is that regardless of the year, the proportion 
of children in Std 3 who can read at Std 1 levelis stillless than 50%. Year after year, children remain at least two grade levels 
behind where they need to be if they are going to make satisfactory progress through the primary stage. 
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The process of learning can be said to have improved when results in the next cohort show more children improving within a 
period than the previous cohort. The ASER results over last five years indicate that whenever states focused on learning 
outcomes, the effectiveness of the process improved over the previous year. When this focus is lost, the effectiveness 
decreases. The case of Chhattisgarh, which lost its focus in early 2009, clearly indicates that while the state did not quite go 
back to the learning levels of 2007, the 2009 results are well below those of 2008. In many states, the process of learning has 
remained either as ineffective as before or in some cases, it has become worse. 


Itis almost predictable that the Right to Education Act, the way it is framed, will lead to distraction from learning outcomes. In 
a centralized scheme of things, the priority focus of the state-governments will determine what the ground level will do or not 


do. 


In the latest circulars that guide the formulation of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan’s Annual Work Plans at district and state levels, the 
Government of India has sent a Results Framework for SSA Goals. The outcome indicators refer to enrollment not attendance, 
to provision of toilets rather than to whether toilets function, to water provision rather than on whether water is available. 
After 17 such “outcome” indicators, the 18" item is “State level sample Learning Achievement Surveys (designed in the spirit 
of RTE for the purpose of checking health of system)”. It is not clear what warranted the content in the brackets. No other 
indicator is honored with such a bracket. Aren’t all outcome indicators supposed to “check the health of the system”? It 
appears that SSA is being apologetic about this; it is also an effort to dilute learning achievement as not so important. 
Learning outcomes are not mentioned in RTE document. It certainly is not important to the letter of the law and whether the 
spirit will survive will depend entirely upon the pressure on the government. 


So, whether in letter or in spirit, given the record of Indian government in implementing any law, the real responsibility of 
giving the child her right to education will ultimately rest with the citizen. 


ASER 2009 Based on household Observed on a random day in the school 


survey data year in all government schools 
Total school Primary schools Upper primary 

beck enrollment Std 1-4/5 : schools Std 1-7/8 : 

(Age 6-14) in all %enrolled children % enrolled children 

schools (govt+pvt) attending (average) attending (average) 
Goa 99.8 96.4 . 1922 
Kerala 99.9 91.9 91.7 
Tamil Nadu 99.1 o1,7 90.1 
Maharashtra 99.0 90.6 90.6 
Himachal Pradesh 99.3 90.4 90.2 
Karnataka 96.8 88.0 79.6 
Jammu and Kashmir 98.2 86.7 90.0 
Arunachal Pradesh 96.6 86.0 88.0 
Mizoram 98.7 85.8 85.9 
Sikkim 97.7 84.8 88.5 
Punjab _ 94.6 84.4 86.1 
Uttarakhand 98.7 84.2 76.3 
Nagaland 97.6 84.1 87.1 
Haryana 96.9 SS. 84.9 
Gujarat 95.7 83.5 83.1 
Chhattisgarh 96.7 rhoyed 1333 
Tripura 98.1 76.2 774 
Andhra Pradesh 93.9 76.0 77.3 
deli ee 75.6 80.5 
Meera — 74.4 72.9 
Rajasthan 93.4 si eee 
Assam 95.7 7016 66 
Madhya Pradesh 97.7 . 67.9 67.1 
Jharkhand 94.6 62.8 63.6 
West Bengal 94.3 65.9 66.4 
Uttar Pradesh 95.1 59.8 60.9 

Bihar 96.0 57.4 

Taal aE 57.6 
. 74.2 - 76.6 
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THE HUMAN FACE OF ASER 


The training of ASER volunteers was over. It was evening in Gauriganj - a block town in Sultanpur district in Uttar Pradesh. 
More than seventy young people had attended the two day training. On the first day there were many questions about what 


exactly needed to be done. But with enough practice in the field, and enough discussions, by the end of the second day, most 
people were clear. 


Rukmini Banerji 


Two people are needed in each ASER team. Each team is assigned a village. Each team gets a “village pack” of survey 
sheets, testing tools and instructions. The training focuses on what to doina village and then in a household. In each district, 


a local group gets together to “do” ASER. The local group also disseminates findings. Local engagement and ownership are 
important if this assessment is to lead to action. 


The training hall began to empty out. There was a buzz inthe air, as if an important homework assignment had been handed 
out. A young woman came up to me as everyone was leaving. She could not have been more than twenty. Shyly, she 
requested a word in private. Softly she said, “I have never been anywhere other than my home and college without someone 
from the family with me. | am very nervous. | really want to go to the village for the survey. But lam very worried about how 
| will talk to the people there. Do you think they will listen to someone like me? Will be able to do what you want me to do?” 
Her shining eyes and quivering voice communicated her mixed feelings: the desire to try something new as well as her anxiety 
at the prospect. 


| had observed this girl for two days, both in the training hall and in the practice session in a nearby village. She was an 
attentive and intelligent participant in the training process. Softly, | made a suggestion. “Go home and get your entire family 
to sit down. Tell them what you have learned about ASER and what you are going to do. If you can convince your family about 
ASER, then you can convince anyone anywhere.” 


A vast range of people participate in ASER, both as individuals and as institutions. We estimate that 25,000 to 30,000 
volunteers and maybe 500 organizations and institutions participate in each year’s survey. For example, Bihar has 37 
districts. In five years, 105 organizations have participated. In all likelihood, since 2005, over 10,000 people have been 
involved with carrying out ASER in Bihar alone. We think that over five years at least 100,000 people across India have been 
part of ASER in one form or another. 


All that an ASER volunteer gets is a certificate of appreciation and a nominal sum of money to cover the costs of going toa 
village in their district and back home. Neither the organization nor the individual has any monetary incentive to participate 
in ASER. Although the actual involvement is for four days — two days in training and two days ina village, it is hard work and 
needs commitment and a sense of adventure. 


Feedback sessions at district level are full of stories of challenges and discoveries. One year we got a phone call from Leh 
district in Ladakh from two young surveyors who said that although their village was listed in the Indian census, local people 
were telling them that it was in China. Last year, inthe random sample of villages in Chandel district in Manipur, there were 
some villages that were easier to access via Myanmar. A young girl and her companion Set off on a motorcycle across 
international borders to complete their ASER task. In remote villages, people are surprised that someone has made the effort 
to come all the way to find out how their children are doing. Far from the border areas, even in the Hindi heartland, volunteers 
are often very shocked to find that there are villages in their own district that take more than a day from the district 
headquarters to reach. 


In many ways ASER reflects realities on the ground. The growing Naxalite presence was felt in this year’s ASER. As the ASER 
surveyors were returning from Joratarai village of Nagri block in Dhamtari district, Chhattisgarh, some Naxalites stopped and 
questioned them and eventually destroyed the survey reports. Apart from the danger, the two surveyors were distraught that 
their two days of hard work had gone waste. From the beginning of ASER, Dantewada district in Chhattisgarh has never been 
done. This year there were problems in Malkangiri, Raygada and Sundargarh districts in Orissa. Political disturbances 
affected ASER work in large parts of Hooghly district in West Bengal where it was hard to find people who were willing to go 
to villages in specific parts of the district. Similarly in Garwah in Jharkhand and N.C. Hills in Assam. 
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In the first year of ASER, existing organizations and networks were approached in many states. Many of these organizations 
such as Gram Vikas in Orissa, Kudumbashree in Kerala, Kheti Virasat in Punjab were not involved in education but considered 
primary education to be an essential service that needed citizen participation and support. Other networks such as Abhivyakti 
in Madhya Pradesh, Sankalp in Chhattisgarh, Navbharat Jagriti Kendra in Jharkhand, Voluntary Forum for Education in Bihar, 
and the Kalvi network in Tamil Nadu were involved in education. Some of these early partners have continued with ASER for 


the last five years. 


In many states there has been a steady and lasting involvement of district degree colleges over this five year period. Many 
students in these colleges are from villages in the district. Across the North East, in Jammu-Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, 
Haryana, Orissa and West Bengal, participation from colleges and students has been high. In Arunachal Pradesh there are 
very few colleges; here high school students are involved in ASER. The “doing” of ASER inevitably raises many questions: in 
district after district, students raise basic questions about sampling, about tools and about analysis. Much of the college 
participation in ASER is doneas part of social service requirements in NSS. And yet analyzing the last five years of experiences 
with district colleges, it is obvious that “learning by doing” could be included in the curriculum of such colleges. Such “project 
based” short duration exercises can be useful on two counts. For students, this is a chance to build capacity and integrate 
theory and practice as well life skills like self confidence, communication and time management. For the institution, itis an 
opportunity to provide vital information and analysis and get engaged in the process of development in their district. Why only 
education, all social sector programs in India need systematic and active analysis and engagement for improvement. To 
make institutions of higher education more relevant and vibrant, links to the ground and connections to the field can only be 
productive. 


The participation of universities in ASER has also been interesting. While it has been difficult to interest high profile universities 
in metros to participate, individual professors in regional universities have been quick to take the opportunity to build 
stronger links with research or with teaching. Manipal University’s rural development department has used the ASER platform 
to conduct further research studies. NEHU-Tura is another example where ASER has been the starting point for deeper 
investigations. Jammu University’s communication department used ASER to provide opportunities for exposure to more 
remote areas. Martin Luther University in Meghalaya gives academic credit to students who participate in ASER. 


Andhra Pradesh has provided one of the most remarkable cases in the short history of ASER. In the first two years of ASER, 
2005 and 2006, Loksatta organization coordinated and led ASER across the state. Although their primary focus as an 
organization has been on electoral reform, their participation in ASER was based on the idea that this kind of peoples’ 
initiative is important and that education is an important field of activity. Loksatta organization continues to be a strong 
Supporter of ASER and is very helpful in disseminating ASER findings in the state. 


Since 2007, DIETs in Andhra have done ASER in their own districts. This is a model that can be adopted in other states too. 
Each DIET has more than 200 students enrolled in a two year course. ASER provides an excellent learning opportunity for 
these future primary school teachers of the district. Students experience “learning” problems first hand and hopefully this 
also gives them a chance to analyze what can be done and perhaps to build a foundation for effective teaching and learning. 
Several DIET principals have told me that while the usual teacher training curriculum makes trainees do practice teaching in 
the district’s schools, only ASER makes them spend time in the village and in children’s homes. It should be possible to build 


in ASER like rapid assessments into the normal curriculum and activities of the DIET that could feed into the annual work plan 
and review process of a district under SSA. 


The other major actors in ASER are a wide range of non-government organizations. Here too there are significant variations 
across regions. In states like Maharashtra and Gujarat where local governance is strong and active, local level organizations 
seem to be more rooted and confident. Still, even here there are needs and demands for continued learning. Often in small 


or local NGOs, the field level staff does not get opportunities for professional development. ASER gives them the chance to 
learn something new and to do something outside of their usual work. 


many people who are willing to participate both to learn and to help to 
0 be done is simple to do and easy to understand. For individuals, itis a 
nd to explore their surroundings. For institutions, ASER provides a learning 
e further explored and institutionalized. 


So, one major learning from ASER is that India has 
change what is around them, provided what needs t 
chance to travel, to learn, to discover themselves a 
platform whose potential is visible but needs to b 


' DIET stands for District Institute for Education Training. These are district level government institutions for pre-service and in-service teacher traini 
2 ng. 


The challenge that lies before us all is how to channel this vast ci 
On the one hand, the question is how to build substantive 


On the other hand, the task is also to translate the raw 
outcomes. 


tizen energy and interest into effective action for outcomes. 
“learning-by-doing” into such exercises so that individuals benefit. 
energy of people into structured pressure for responsibility and 


ASER has taught us some very basic lessons. People in India care. People are generous with their time. People of India are 


ready. The need of the hour is to create mechanisms to learn and to act, to build capacities of citizens - individuals and 
institutions, and to strengthen the forces demanding accountability. 


It gets dark early in rural areas; or so it feels in Gauriganj. | was about to turn in for the night when there was a loud knock on 
my door. Two excited people burst into the room. One was familiar — the shy hesitant girl from the training. The quiver in her 
voice was gone and her eyes were shining even more brightly. She had brought her sister-in-law along to report back to me. 


“it was exactly as you said”, the young girl gushed. “I hada hard time getting my family to all sit down. But once | told them 
about ASER properly, they listened to me. And now they all want to do ASER”. 
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ARE PRIVATE SCHOOLS REALLY PERFORMING BETTER THAN GOVERMENT SCHOOLS? 


Dr. Wilima Wadhwa 


The debate on whether private schools provide better quality primary education as compared to government A ee i 
heating up in India. This is completely understandable in the current scenario. On the one hand, for almost ten years, throug 

Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan, the government has intensified the move towards universalizing elementary education and more 
recently the Right to Education Bill has been passed in the Parliament. This push has led to impressive increases in provision 
and enrolment. On the other hand, ASER as well as other data show a clear rising trend in private school enrolment in rural 


India. 


At the all fhdia level, private school enrollment increased from 16.3% in 2005 to about 22.6% in 2008 — an increase of about 
40%. In the last year, between 2008 and 2009, private school enrollment has marginally dropped to 21.8% in rural India. 
There is considerable variation across states. On the one end of the spectrum are States like UP, Haryana, Punjab and Kerala 
where private school enrollment is as high as 40% and on the other end of the spectrum are states like Bihar and West Bengal 
with enrollment in private school closer to 5%. However, what is clear is that whether enrollment in private schools is high or 


low, it has been increasing over time.’ 


What has led to this shift towards private schools in rural areas? The standard answer and the common perception is that 
private schools provide a better quality education. This trend was started by parents living in urban areas — the elite having 
opted out of the government school system and the middle and lower income classes trying their level best to send their 
children to private schools — and now their rural counterparts are coming to the same conclusion. After all teacher attendance 
is much better in private schools and these schools often give instruction in English, mastery of which leads to better job 
prospects in the future.’ 


Indeed, the ASER results indicate that this might be the case. In the ASER 2008 report, | wrote a preliminary piece on the 
differences between learning outcomes in government and private schools and how these differences narrow when household 
and other characteristics are controlled for.* ASER 2009 has additional controls available, mainly tuition and father’s education, 
and this note takes advantage of that. In addition, ASER 2009 tests children for English as well.* This gives us another 
learning outcome to check for differences between government and private schools. More importantly, it gives us a learning 
outcome — ability to read and comprehend basic English — which is often cited as the reason for sending children to private 
schools. 


In 2009, in classes 1-5, the percentage of children who could read at least aclass 1 level text was 43.6 in government schools. 
The corresponding figure in private schools was 52.2—a whopping 8.6 percentage point advantage. However, this is an 
uncontrolled difference in learning outcomes — one that is obtainedina simple cross-tabulation of learning outcomes against 
type of school. It does not take into account that many different things affect a child’s learning level. For instance, it is well 
established that the mother’s education has a positive impact on the probability that a child goes to school as well as her 
learning ability. Supplemental help offered at home, in the form of paid tuition or by family members will also improve learning 
outcomes of children, regardless of whether they go to government or private school. If any of these factors is positively 


BS with the probability of going to a private school, their impact will show up as enhanced learning outcomes in private 
schools. 


* In 2009, there has been a slight drop in privat : re * : 
ete oe ints. Pp In private school enrolments across the country. However, Punjab, a traditionally high private school state, shows a fall of about 11 


; y or upper primary schoolin i ; ele ; 
observations (such as attendance or usability of the facilities) or with oe : pels WS A a School information is recorded either based on 


information provided b ; : ; 
in 2005, 2007 and 2009. In all 3 years, teacher attendance | provided by the school (such as grants information). School observations have been reported 


4 The basic reading test in ASER is done in 


the local regional language. In all, the test is done in about 16 regional languages. 
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For instance, richer households can afford to pay for additional tuition for their children. Itis also well established that a larger 
proportion of children from more affluent homes attend private schools.° In this case, part of the observed learning differential 
between government and private schools would be due to the extra help that private school children were getting at home 
and not because of the better quality of education being imparted in private schools. Therefore, it becomes important to try 
and estimate the learning differential once other things that impact learning are taken into account. 


Apart from type of school, ASER 2009 has information on many other factors that can impact learning. A simple modetis built 
to try to disentangle the effect of other factors from that of private schools on learning outcomes of children. Two learning 
outcomes for children in primary school (class 1 — 5) are considered:°’ 

e Ability to read a class 1 level text or more in their local language 

¢ Ability to read simple words or more in English 


The model controls for child characteristics like age, gender, number of siblings, education of both parents; household 
characteristics like type of house (“katcha”, “semi-pucca”, and “pucca”), whether the house had a television, phone, 
electricity, some kind of vehicle; and characteristics of the village the child lives in like whether the village had a bank, post 
office, government primary, middle or secondary school, private school, STD booth, etc. 


All the variables are significant in the model and have the expected impact. Learning increases with age, but then levels off. 
(This is to be expected as the learning measure is a very basic and “floor” level indicator for reading.) A larger number of 
siblings, presumably, reduces time spent on learning and reduces learning outcomes. Education of both parents is positively 
correlated with their children’s learning level. Further, the impact of parents’ education rises monotonically with their education 
level. Tuition has a large impact on learning — almost as large as the impact of mother’s education. Finally, all household 
characteristics signifying greater affluence are positively correlated with learning outcomes. 


Once we control for characteristics other than the type of school the child goes to, the learning differential between government 
and private schools falls drastically from 8.6 percentage points to 2.9 percentage points — from 20% to a measly 5%. This 
means that 2/3" of the learning differential between government and private schools can be attributed to factors other than 
the type of school. So at least in the case of reading in the local language private schools perform no better (or worse) than 
government schools. 


Table 1: Learning Differentials between Government and Private Schools 


Reading in own language Reading in English 
States NOTE: 
Uncontrolled Controlled Uncontrolled Controlled 

Difference Difference Difference Difference In UP, for instance, the 
Jammu and Kashmir 15.84 11.08 11.61 6.49 difference oe 
Himachal Pradesh -1,39 0.75 5.66 4.45 S acura as 
Punjab 27.78 15.06 44.89 31.65 fine Token 
Uttarakhand 7.90 2.15 20.74 13.32 nae oe 
Haryana 17.09 12.24 21.92 16.07 laheudge and pee 
Rajasthan 13:07 es", eae yA ph eh school ic ame 
Uttar Pradesh 16.66 9.15 16.96 9.92 percentage-points — 
Bihar 17.87 9.12 23.50 14.41 the. unconveatin 
Assam 14.59 8.52 20.64 14.27 difference. Once 
West Bengal 5.99 8.05 23.45 ee other factors are 
jharkhand 19.76 13.29 20.99 14.35 controlled for; thie 
Orissa 10.10 4.43 14.38 7.A4 difference narrows to 
Chhattisgarh 2 fe 0.86 5.86 1.89 9.15 percentage 
Madhya Pradesh 2.10 "3.39 Jeb 2 3.26 points. This means 
Gujarat 22.50 10.81 ei rik, 14.85 that 7.51 of the 
Maharashtra 18.11 1.94 27.56 14.88 observed difference 
Andhra Pradesh -3.06 -7.00 21.03 15:77 ‘© due to other 
Karnataka 5.45 2.44 28.02 22.86 factors. 
Kerala 3.99 2.16 1 Bg 10.81 
Tamil Nadu -3.62 “4,91 20.39 16.99 

* Both ASER 2007 and 2009 show that a greater proportion of children in private schools avail of paid tuition, though more and more government school children are resorting 


to paid tuition in 2009. . 
* For more details on the exact testing instrument see the section on tools in this Report. 
7 The analysis is done for 20 major states that constitute about 91% of the ASER 2009 sample. 


In the case of English, the starting differential is greater and the narrowing a Aas less. The percentage ee enna 
5 who can read simple words (or more) in English is 26.5% compared to 44.2 % in pveleecno els —an ee et nen 
percentage points or 67%. Once we control for other factors, this differential falls to 10.8 % or 41%. In ot re a a e 

40% of the observed differential in English learning levels between government and private schools can be attributed to other 


factors. 


A similar analysis was done for states and there is considerable variation here. Table 1 gives the learning differentials 
between government and private schools for the two learning outcomes. The “Uncontrolled” difference refers to the observed 
learning difference in a simple cross-tabulation, while the “Controlled” difference refers to the difference once other factors 


that affect learning are taken into account. 


In the case of reading in the local language, in many cases most of the learning differential disappears once other factors are 
controlle#l for — Uttarakhand, Chhattisgarh, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh, and Tamil Nadu. In the case of 
Madhya Pradesh, the difference is actually reversed — once other factors are controlled for government schools perform 
better than private schools. In the case of Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu, where government schools had higher learning 
levels to start with, the gap widens once other factors are taken into account. 


On the other hand, in the case of Himachal Pradesh and West Bengal controlling for other factors widens the gap between 
government and private schools. Both these states have very different private school enrolment rates — since 2006 Himachal 
has had private school enrolment of about 22%, while the number is closer to 5% in West Bengal. 


In the case of English, in most states, the starting differentials are greater and the narrowing of the differential smaller as was 
the case for All India. However, there are still states like Chhattisgarh and Madhya Pradesh where 2/3” of the learning 
difference is attributable to factors other than private schooling. 


This analysis is based on the provisional ASER 2009 data for rural India. The wide variations across states indicate that there 
is more beyond the type of village, type of school or type of family that determines the educational destiny of the child. While 
the debate over private and government schools heats up and opinions and perceptions accumulate, India is also seeing 
more empirical evidence being gathered. Not only is more and better data needed for “controls” for explanatory variables on 
the right hand side of the equation but the left hand side — “children’s learning” also needs to be measured much more 
comprehensively. Currently ASER is one of the few nationally representative data sets that are available to explore the 
question on hand. So, as we look more closely at families and schools, the more we understand what else is important in 
children’s lives, the closer we will get to the “real” determinants of children’s learning. Until then, the real verdict has to wait. 


Still, while we wait, we have much to think about. Questions that are important for the family and for the country: Does the 
evidence that is available support parental decisions to move children to private schools? How much should be the “bang” 
for the “buck” for the expenditure that poor families incur to send their children to the private schools that are currently 
available? Does the evidence justify the RTE provision of government funding children to move from government schools to 
private schools? As policy makers sit down translate the law into action, they need to think hard about the basis on which they 
are making these key decisions for the next many generations and millions of Indian children. 
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PRIVATE SECTOR AND QUALITY CONCERNS 


Amit Kaushik 


The last two or three years have witnessed a fairly vigorous debate in the education space over the role of the private sector 
in education, particularly at the elementary level, and its merits and/or otherwise. The somewhat contentious provisions of 
the then Draft Right to Education Bill, 2005, recently passed as The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 
2009, also contributed to this debate. Among other things, the Act stipulates that even unaided schools under private 
management would be responsible for providing free education to disadvantaged children between the ages of six and 
fourteen years from their immediate neighbourhood, at least to the extent of 25 percent of their strength in the entry class. 


Although the Act has yet to be notified, not surprisingly, this provision has managements of recognised private schools up in 
arms. Joining them, albeit for very different reasons, are the proprietors of the unrecognised private schools, who risk 
monetary fines and jail terms if they continue to operate their schools without seeking recognition as prescribed under the 
Act. Ironically therefore, an Act that seeks to universalise elementary education for children in India has succeeded in 
alienating a significant proportion of those who are engaged in contributing to that very objective. 


While the numbers offered by different sources vary slightly, it does appear to be more or less agreed that private (recognised) 
schools in India account for anything between 15-25 percent of available schools. The District Information System for 
Education (DISE) data for 2007-08, released in November 2009, places the number of schools under private, unaided 
management at 173,282 out of a total of 1,250,775 schools in India‘, or about 14 percent. If one adds the number of aided 
schools under private management, we arrive at a figure of nearly 20 percent. According to NCERT’s 7 All-India Educational 
Survey based on figures for 2002, enrolment in such private schools was 15 percent and 19 percent at the primary and upper 
primary stages respectively. While NUEPA and NCERT data capture the picture as related to recognised schools, ASER only 
notes the fact of private school enrolment without distinguishing between recognised or otherwise, thus providing the slightly 
higher figure of 21.8 percent children enrolled in private schools in 2009. 


While there are minor variations in the private school enrolment indicated by ASER between 2007-2009, it would seem to be 
fairly clear that roughly one-fifth of elementary schools in India are under private management. If one adds the number of 
unrecognised private schools, about which little data is available, the percentage of children enrolled in what may be called 
non-government schools may be conservatively assumed to be between 25-30 percent, if not more. Astudy in 2006 showed 
that even in rural areas, almost 28 percent of the population had access to fee-charging private schools’. In 2009, ASER data 
indicates that nearly 44 percent villages have access to private schools, and it would seem safe therefore to assume that this 
is a sector that is now well established. 


At the same time, it may not be correct to presume that private schools are coming up in the absence of government schools; 
in many cases, they come up in areas with poor government school performance’. Various studies have shown that while the 
private school sector has grown in recent years, leading to a decline in the relative enrolment in government schools, the 
former do not necessarily compete with the latter in terms of addressing unmet demand. Rather, in establishing themselves 
in areas where government schools already exist, these private schools meet differentiated or quality demand, attracting 
children from higher-income groups or from advantaged social groups’. 


Many years ago, when Milton Friedman first postulated his concept of vouchers in schools, he was convinced that liberalising 
the school sector would result in the emergence of a market where none existed, with educational “entrepreneurs” entering 
the market to take advantage of opportunities offered and in turn, to offer quality school services’. While the effectiveness 
of voucher programmes remains a matter of some debate, it does seem true that the desire of parents to find an alternative 
to poorly performing government schools may have led in recent years to a growth in the number of available private schools, 
under both recognised and unrecognised management. In his book, 7he Beautiful Tree, james Tooley argues quite convincingly 
that notwithstanding the costs involved, poor parents in urban areas are choosing to vote with their feet and move their 
children from free government schools into private (and in many cases, unrecognised) schools, thus setting offan increase 
in the number of such schools. 


1 Mehta, Arun C (2009), Elementary Education in India, Where Do We Stand? State Report Cards 2007-08, New Delhi: National University for Educational Planning and 


Administration. 
? Muralidharan, Karthik and Kremer, Michael (2006), “ Public and Private Schools in India’, Harvard University, Boston. 


* Ibid. 


* Tilak, jandhyala B.G. and Ratna M. Sudarshan (2001), Private Schooling in Rural India, NCAER Working Paper No. 76, New Dethi: National Counc il for Applied Economic 
Research. a 
5 Friedman, Milton (1955), “The Role of Government in Education”, in Economics and the Public Interest, Robert A Solo (Ed), New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press 


6 Tooley, james (2009), The Beautiful Tree, New Delhi: Penguin Books India 
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It is certainly true that there is greater interest in establishing private schools today than there was earlier; no longer viewed 
as a purely philanthropic activity, the setting up of private schools is now attracting more and more corporate firms who see 
this as a potential business. In the case of some real estate developers, it is even being seen as another form of forward 
integration, making the purchase of apartments in their developments more attractive by virtue of guaranteeing a good 

school in the neighbourhood; a case in point is the recent announcement by a well-known real estate group, of a chain of 150 
CBSE schools to be set up all over India. Similarly, the provisions of The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education 
Act, 2009, requiring the earmarking of 25 percent seats for children from disadvantaged families, are being viewed by many 
in the private sector as an opportunity to invest in setting up schools, in order to take advantage of the “guaranteed 


reimbursement of costs by government. 


The government’s proposal to establish 2500 “model” schools in various districts through the Public Private Partnership (PPP) 
mode has also generated significant interest in the private sector, with several corporate houses exploring options of 
investing ¢n the sector. Thus, the creation of educational “entrepreneurs” does appear to be taking place to some degree, 
even though the numbers remain comparatively small. 


But what of quality in these private schools? As ASER 2008 showed, when various variables such as family background, 
income and others are controlled for, the difference in learning levels between government and private schools becomes 
marginal’. Similarly, Education Initiatives (El), India’s largest private sector testing organisation, found that “any lead that 
private schools show in their learning outcomes over government schools can be completely explained away by... (1) students’ 
socio-economic background, (2) students’ initial levels, (3) rote/procedural nature of learning tested. In other words, if you 
control for factor 1, look for improvements between say, Grade 3 and Grade 7 (to nullify any initial advantage), and the test 
is not rote/testing procedural knowledge only, private schools (do not) show any advantage over government schools”. In 
part of course, the trouble arises on account of the usual assumption in reference to private schools—they are generally seen 
to be high-end private schools of the likes of say, a Delhi Public School in New Delhi or a Cathedral in Mumbai. The reality 
however, is that a majority of private schools are only marginally different from their counterparts in government; the major 
difference lies in their ability to ensure accountability amongst the teaching staff. 


In fairness, it must be said that this is an area that remains open to debate and further research. Tooley for instance, records 
a difference of 16-17 percentage points in the learning levels of children in private schools in urban areas, as compared to 
their counterparts in government schools’, but it is not clear whether this is after controlling for factors of the nature mentioned 
in the preceding paragraph. His findings are clearly in contradiction to findings elsewhere, so there is certainly a case for 
deeper examination of the underlying causes. 


Given that ASER 2009 data reconfirms what has been observed in earlier years in respect of enrolment, finding only about 4 
percent children in the 6-14 year age group still out of school, the question of what happens to the 96 percent children in 
school acquires great significance. Since this year’s data has been discussed in some detail elsewhere in this report, let us 
take just one example, that of reading ability; on an overall basis, ASER 2009 finds that nearly 47 percent childrenin Class 5 
are unable to read a Class 2 text. More worryingly, at the national level, the percentage of children in Class 5 unable to read 
a Class 2 text actually shows an increase between 2008 and 2009, from 44 percent to 47 percent. Regardless of how the 
difference between government and private schools is explained, the fact remains that these are unacceptably high numbers. 


can afford. 


The most significant thing that ASER has done over the last five years has been to focus attention on the need to improve 


7 Wilima (2009), “Pri abpawiaaan i. 
ee ep cHO0ls: Do They Provic higher Quality Education?”, in Annual Status of Education Report (Rural) 2008 Mumbai: Pratham Resource Centre 


* Sarangpani, Padma (2009), “Quality, Feasibility and Desirabilit of LowC . ; 
, i ” . 6 
Ncoinate y ost Private Schooling”, in Economic & Political Weekly, Vol. 44 No. 43, October 24 - October 30, 2009, 


* Tooley, James (2009), op cit. 
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TRANSPARENT AND ACCOUNTABLE FINANCING FOR UNIVERSAL ELEMENTARY 


EDUCATION IN INDIA: LESSONS FROM FINANCING SARVA SHIKSHA ABHIYAN 


Yamini Aiyar’, Anit Mukherjee? and Avani Kapur? 


Who and how should we finance the provision of elementary education in India? The Right to Education Act (RTE) passed in 
August 2009 has committed the Government of India to the provision of free and compulsory universal education to all of 
India’s children. Now, the issue of financing is one of the central challenges faced by India’s policy makers. The focus of the 
debate is currently on the question of who ought to be the primary financial provider - the state government or the central 
government? Crucial as this question is, there is a second, and more critical issue that ought to be at the forefront of the 
financing debate — that of ensuring that the mechanisms and process for effective and efficient expenditure are in place so 
that these funds are spent in a manner that is transparent and accountable. After all, regardless of the amount of money and 
where it comes from, the ultimate objective is to ensure that money reaches its ultimate destination and fulfils it explicit 
purpose. 


The RTE has many provisions for ensuring accountability in its delivery including the creation of school management committees 
(SMC) empowered to make plans and monitor school level expenditures. But as is well known in India, the devil lies in the 
implementation. How effectively these provisions will work on the ground depends on getting the ‘right’ design that will 
ensure accountability and transparency in implementation process. And to get the design right, we need to learn from current 
experience. What do schools, officials and citizens know about money that flows in and out of the system? Is there sufficient 
autonomy at the local level for citizen committees to influence decision making? What capacities exist at the local level? 


Understanding the nature and shape of the pipe is the first step to getting the water to flow through it. To do this, the 
Accountability Initiative, National Institute of Public Finance and Policy and the ASER Centre came together to implementa 
project called PAISA to monitor fund flows and build decision making capacities at the local level. The project started with a 
pilot in Nalanda district in Bihar before it became a part of ASER 2009. This article highlights some of the findings from the 
PAISA experience. 


First principles of public accountability require that expenditures must adequately reflect citizens’ interests and priorities. 
When it comes to basic services, citizens’ interests are best captured locally at the point where services are delivered. This 
means greater local autonomy and discretion particularly in resource allocation. 


PAISA found that SSA allows no room for local autonomy. This is ironic given that SSA through its guidelines envisions a 
bottom up planning process where plans are made at the habitation level through village education committees (or equivalent 
bodies) and aggregated at the district level, thereby allowing for local autonomy and discretion in resource allocation. In 
practice however, funds arrive based on norms and guidelines developed nationally with limited flexibility. Consequently, 
plans have to be made on the basis of norms that do not reflect local priorities and local autonomy is severely constrained. 


To illustrate the point, SSA guidelines stipulate the type and quantum of grants that ought to be devolved to the school (see 
Fig 1 for a pictorial representation of the grants). As the figure highlights, every school receives three grants - School 
Development Grant (SDG), School Maintenance Grant (SMG) and Teaching Learning Material Grant (TLM). Three other grants 
— classroom, repair and furniture — are based on demands made through the planning process. However, the quantum of 
funds received is determined by national norms. 


As this description highlights, funds reach schools ‘tied’ to norms and have to be put to specific uses. For instance, TLM grants 
have to be used for teaching aids in class and SDG is provided specifically to procure items such as chalk, duster, blackboards 
and other articles used in the classrooms. And if a school wants to spend more on learning materials rather than painting or 
buy furniture, the norms simply won’t allow it. 


' Accountability Initiative, Centre for Policy Research 
? National Institute of Public Finance and Policy 
* Accountability Initiative, Centre for Policy Research 


School 
Infrastructure Teachers Maintenance 


Classrooms: Repair: Teaching Learning 
RS 1.5-4.0 lakh Rs 75,000 for Material: 
as per state plans major repair in Rs 500 per teacher 
both PS and UPS per annum in PS 
and UPS both 


Furniture: 
Rs 500 per child as a one 
time grant only for 


School Development Grant: | | School Maintenance Grant: 
Rs 5,000 per Rs 5,000 per year upto 
year per PS 3 classrooms; maximum 

and Rs 7,000 per of Rs 10,000 for more than 
year per UPS 3 classrooms 


UPS which started 
before 2001 


Source: SSA Guidelines, Ministry of Human Resource Development, New Delhi 


Asecond problem with this ‘tied’ approach to funding is that norms determine the quantum of funds that the schools receive, 
resulting in a mismatch between school needs and funds received. To illustrate the point, a school with 1,000 students 
receives just about two and a half times more money than a school that has 100 students.’ The assumption behind this 
approach — that all schools need the same inputs for better infrastructure and quality - curbs any space for local discretion and 
autonomy and therefore local needs are rarely reflected in local expenditures. 


Autonomy apart, accountability requires transparency and predictability in fund flows. After all, you need to know how much 
money is due and when it ought to arrive in order to make plans and hold the system to account. This is one of SSA’s greatest 
weaknesses. In March 2009, PAISA undertook a survey of a 100 schools in Nalanda, Bihar to understand fund flows in the 
district. The survey found that majority schools received funds somewhere between the months of December and February 
(officially, fund receipts ought to be scattered through the financial year so that expenditures match local and time specific 
needs). Consequently, expenditures are only incurred in the last quarter of the financial year. This last minute rush often 
results in inefficient and insufficient expenditures — just over 50 percent of the grant funds are spent within the financial year>. 


The findings at this micro level are reflected in the financial data collected from schools across the country as part of the 2009 


ASER survey. ASER findings report that in October 2009. less th ivi 
’ an 50 percent of the schools report = 
and October is half way through the school year. : ees oc ha 


ye proien eee fund flows is exacerbated by the lack of transparency. Schools and village education committees (or 
uve an eae and often even block and district officials remain unaware of the processes through which funds arrive at 
their final destinations and thus are unable to plan effectively or hold the system accountable for delayed and unpredictable 


“ For more details see A. Mukherjee and E. Satwalekar “A tale of two Se 
° For details see A. Mukherjee, “ Central Norms and Decentralized Imple 
www.accountabilityindia.org 


hools”, PAISA briefs, Accountability Initiative, August 2009, www.accountabilityindia.org 
mentation of Universal Elementary Education Program in India,” PAISA Working Paper, November 2009 
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fund flows. Worse still, in most cases, apart from the headmaster, no other stakeholder has any information on the quantum 
of funds available or the norms and guidelines that govern their expenditures. In 2008, the Accountability Initiative in 
partnership with the ASER Centre undertook a rapid assessment of 34 VECs across the country to find that with the exception 
of the headmaster, none of the members of the VEC had any information on allocations and grants received in schools. 


This lack of information is a consequence of two factors. First, very little has been done by the higher tiers of government to 
train local officials and stakeholders particularly village education committees. Consequently, their access to information on 
key elements of education delivery and particularly resource allocation is extremely limited. Second, and perhaps more 
importantly, there are very few incentives within the system to collect and disseminate ‘real time’ information on fund flows 
and expenditures in the course of the financial year. As a result, there simply is no regular available information on fund flows 
as funds travel from the centre to the schools and delays and leakages proliferate, unchecked. 


Information is widely recognized as a necessary condition for accountability. Information ensures that plans are made 
effectively to reflect local needs, that fund flows and expenditures are monitored and inefficiencies addressed. Information 
enables citizens to monitor government performance and hold the system to account. The information failures in SSA have 
seriously compromised accountability. 


As the experience with SSA amply demonstrates, accountability and transparency require an implementation design that 
ensures a high degree of local autonomy so that resource allocations match local needs and priorities. This must be accompanied 
by a system where information on fund flows and expenditures is collected regularly and reliably. Information should be 
disseminated widely so that implementation can be monitored and citizens have the tools necessary to demand accountability. 
To create such a system, processes need to be designed such that incentives are built in for regular information collection. 


Education policy in India today is at a crossroads. There is a clear consensus that improved education outcomes hold the key 
to India’s future and the passage of the RTE stands testimony to this. Now as bureaucrats take to their drawing boards to 
develop rules and guidelines for the implementation of the RTE and as the issue of financial provisioning gets debated, the 
focus must shift to getting the design right. Only then will the RTE achieve its potential. 


3 
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WHERE DOES THE BUCK STOP? 
Suman Bhattacharjea 


Ina recent visit to rural schools in Ajmer district, the children sitting in the last couple of rows were in a world of their a as 
back-benchers often are. They paid little attention to the teacher, rarely participated in group recitations or volunteere uf 
answer to a question, and were never once called upon by the teacher. In general they were wholly out of sync with the 
teacher-led, recitation-dominated activity taking place in the class — which was largely with the participation of the first two 


or three rows of students. 


What was heart breaking was the fact that almost every one of these students in the back was working. They were quiet and 
serious. Some copied English words while the rest of the class was copying from the Hindi textbook. Others copied from the 
maths textbook while the rest of the class was copying word meanings from the blackboard. Almost without exception, they 
engaged with one or other academic task throughout the class — but not the ones everyone else was engaged in. There was 
no doubt that they were trying to learn. And without exception, they were ignored by the teacher from beginning to end. 


Who were these students? In conversation with their teachers, we learnt that they were the children who weren’t keeping up 
academically, though it wasn’t always clear whether sitting at the back was a cause or a consequence of poor academic 
performance. 


The teachers laid the blame for poor learning outcomes unequivocally at the door of the children’s homes. Practically every 
teacher we spoke to told us without the least awkwardness, let alone embarrassment, Ye bachhe to ghar mein padhai bilkul 
karte hi nahin hain... to phir kaise seekhenge? Despite the huge investments in the elementary education sector over the last 
decade and the considerable expansion in infrastructure and enrollment, schools often behave as though ensuring that 
children /earnis the responsibility of parents rather than teachers. And indeed, in many households, we observed families 
putting great effort into providing academic support, such as sending children to paid tuition classes and getting older 
siblings to help younger ones. 


But there are many households which are not ina position to provide support for children’s learning. 


This year for the first time ASER recorded the schooling level of 
both parents of children in the sampled households. These data Children in Government school Std 1-5 
reveal that a quarter of all children studying in Stds 1-5 in by parents’ schooling 
government schools are first generation students. In these 
households parents are ill equipped to Support or even monitor 
their children’s educational progress, and usually assume that if 
their children are going to school, then they must be learning. 


% children 


In many such homes the adults have no idea that their school- 
going children are unable to read, write, or do simple arithmetic. 
Five years of ASER have produced countless stories of adults in 
rural households reacting with shock and disbelief at the evidence 
~— generated before their very eyes - of howlittle their children have 
learnt despite two, three, four or five years of schooling. Even fa 

when they know differently, parents often feel that their rare a meer 


responsibility ends with sending their children to school. A mother 


ve met in eo labeled “Deepak sir”, her son’s teacher, as corrupt and badmaash. But she felt that since she herself is 
iterate, there isn’t much she can do about it: Aum Keval school bhej sakte hain. After that he is the teacher’s responsibility. 


kKk* 
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Obviously when neither parents nor, very often, teachers are even aware of what individual children have or haven’t learnt, 
let alone able or willing to do something about it, then it is those students most in need of support who fail to get it. A 
breakdown of ASER 2009 data on learning outcomes by parents’ schooling demonstrates that first generation students are 
indeed at a disadvantage in terms of learning: among a population of children who are learning far below grade level on 


average, first generation students do even worse than others. The teachers in Ajmer, and in many other schools around the 
country, were quite correct. 


How is this situation to be changed? 


As has often been pointed out, the Right to Education bill is alarmingly vague on the subject of learning outcomes and how 
they are to be assessed, specifying only that teachers must regularly assess the learning level of each child, ... provide 
supplementary instruction needed by the child, ... (and) regularly apprise every parent/guardian about the progress of 
learning and development of his child/ward studying in the school. \n addition, it is the responsibility of the “competent 
academic authority” to conduct learner evaluation in a continuous and comprehensive manner such that it tests the child’s 
understanding and ability to apply knowledge rather than rote learning. 


While the RTE bill places both generation and control of information on learning outcomes squarely in the hands of teachers 
and “competent authorities”, real accountability requires that parents and other stakeholders be able to evaluate learning 
outcomes independently. It is here that ASER-like tools can potentially play a huge role, by providing even illiterate parents 
with an immediate, simple means of understanding whether their children have mastered some basic competencies. It is 
possible to imagine that a copy of an ASER or ASER like tool in the hands of every parent and SMC member in a village might 
begin to alter the power dynamic between teachers and less educated parents, and catalyze actions that lead to learning 
outcomes quite different from those reported in ASER 2009. 


A far more difficult but increasingly urgent task is the development of similar tools for higher level competencies. More urgent 
because with external examinations soon to be abolished throughout the elementary cycle, methods and metrics for conducting 
the continuous and comprehensive evaluation required under RTE on scale need to be generated. More difficult because 
designing tools that measure higher level competencies in ways that, ASER like, are quick to use and simple to understand 
presents a much greater challenge.! 


But as the example of the Ajmer mother illustrates, and the experience of five years of ASER proves, providing information is 
only a first step. Across India, children are learning no better in 2009 than they did in 2005. Structuring actions that ensure 
that the buck stops passing is the challenge before us. 


1 With support from Unicef and UNESCO, ASER Centre is currently administering a first set of higher level tools aiming to capture grade level competencies in reading, 
comprehension, and arithmetic for Std Il and Std IV to about 20,000 students in five states of the country. 


ASANTE ASER’ | | 


The story of ASER in the last five years has been a mixed bag for most Indian states. But whatever the tenor, every year since 
2005, the story of “what is the status of education” in rural India has been heard, read and discussed by many. 


Sakshi Kapoor 


What was different about ASER in 2009 was its adoption and adaptation in three East African countries — Kenya, Uganda and 
Tanzania. This ASER like initiative in East Africa is called ‘UWEZO’ which means ‘capability’ in Kswahili. Itis led by government, 
civil society organizations, and citizen groups to “promote learning in East Africa”. UWEZO seeks to adapt ASER methods to 
measure the learning competencies of children in literacy and numeracy. Like ASER, the UWEZO effort will generate information 
on childrén’s learning ina manner that informs the public, stimulates national debate and creates pressure for policy changes. 
The acceptance of ASER in other countries as an innovative example of how to engage citizens to measure progress towards 
goals of elementary education has been an impact in itself. 


| was part of the ASER team from India that visited Tanzania to help start the process. Our task was to train a pool of master 
trainers who would train volunteers for the national assessment. The first such training was for the master trainers from the 
northern region of Tanzania. Besides giving an overview of ASER in India, we were not sure what else we could contribute. But 
our Tanzanian counterparts told us that our mere presence in the training workshop was crucial for the trainers to realize “it 
is doable; they have done it for many years”. 


In the frenzy and intensity of doing ASER in India, we sometimes forget the core essence of the activity itself. But in a country 
thousands of miles away from India, ASER came across as an inspiring example for fueling another national citizen led 
endeavour. In many instances, during our visit, the scale of ASER in India was quoted to motivate Tanzanians and to convince 
them that they were embarking upon a mission that would prompt action based on real time evidence and informed discussion. 
Listening to these discussions we regained our confidence and realized that ASER was not just about training a pool of 
volunteers to collect data from the villages but an accomplishment that is seen as a means to push a collective force towards 
a national cause. 


The approach for undertaking a large scale assessment such as UWEZO in Tanzania is very different than it is in India. In our 
country, any organized group can carry out surveys in the field. Also after several years of doing ASER in India, we do not find 
it daunting to mobilize substantial number of participants in every district. However, in Tanzania, a sequence of administrative 
Processes needs to be followed. From seeking permission from the ward offices for conducting the survey, to ensuring that 


participants are compensated appropriately, the implementation of any ‘non-government’ activity in Tanzania is marked by 
a lot of clerical groundwork. 


Given this backdrop, ASERas an uncomplicated, feasible platform for mass participation came across powerfully during the 
field visits. In our visits to Semi urban areas and government schools, we found that school teachers, parents, government 
officials and youth were getting interested and engaged. This was reassuring for the UWEZO team members who were 
initially not sure how Tanzanian people would react to the ASER approach. As foreign observers we could not comprehend the 


actual conversations in the village about children, education, reading or math. However, we could see that the process of 
testing children in the household was 5 


testing reading in an easy-to-do and eas 
the solution. It helped people see that | 
generated instantly for immediate action. 


‘Asante in Kswahili means “Thank you” 
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As “doers” of ASER in India we have had many Opportunities to discuss the da 


ta, list out its implications, drive community 
action, fight the opponents, disseminate the findin 


gs to avast and varied audience and stimulate debate. After several years 
of experiences with ASER across the country, we had begun to take these key elements for granted. Getting caught up in this 
whirl was easy and therefore the characteristics of ASER became as a matter of fact for us. But as representatives of ASERin 
a country in East Africa we became mindful of the strength of ASER - speed, scalability and regularity; strengths which are now 
guiding UWEZO and becoming internalized by its “doers”. We realized that the UWEZO coordinators were conscious and 
sensitive of these unique traits of ASER and wanted to instill these in the UWEZO initiative. They made all efforts to ensure that 
their master trainees and core team members engaged in conversations with us to take full advantage of our visit. It became 


evident to us that the purpose of our visit was not just to impart technical knowledge about the survey to the UWEZO team 
members but also to inculcate in them the fundamentals of ASER. 


Whether it is through UWEZO or through a similar activity in Pakistan in 2008, numbers from such national assessments tell us 
the status of how much or how little are children learning in school. But whatever the numbers; whatever the saga of 


elementary education in India or in Kenya or in Tanzania - what is extraordinary is the fact that ASER as a method, as a design, 
as a Mass movement has no boundaries. Asante ASER! 
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ABOUT THE SURVEY 


SAMPLING STRATEGY : ASER 2009 RURAL 


Dr. Wilima Wadhwa 


What’s new in ASER 2009 


The purpose of the ASER 2009’s rapid assessment survey in rural areas is twofold: (i) to get reliable estimates of the status 
of children’s schooling and basic learning (reading and arithmetic level) at the district level; and (ii) to measure the change 
in these basic learning and school statistics from last year. Every year a core set of questions regarding schooling status and 
basic learning levels remains the same. However a set of new questions is added for exploring different dimensions of 
schoolin$ and learning at the elementary stage. The latter set of questions is different each year. 


ASER 2009 brings together elements from various previous ASERs. English testing and questions on tuition have been 
brought back from 2007. As in 2006, mothers have been tested for basic reading. As in 2008, ASER 2009 records household 
and village characteristics. In addition, this year ASER records education of fathers. 


Every alternate year, ASER surveyors visit a government primary or upper primary schoolin each sampled village. The school 
information is recorded either based on observations (such as attendance or usability of the facilities) or with information 
provided by the school (such as grants information). School observations were done reported in 2005 and 2007 andalso in 
ASER 2009. 


Finally, ASER 2009 continues the process of strengthening and streamlining started in 2008. In each district 2 — 4 villages 
were re-visited after the survey in order to check how the survey was conducted. 


Sampling Strategy (Household sample - children’s learning and enrolment data) 


The sampling strategy used helps to generate a representative picture of each district. All rural districts are surveyed. The 
estimates obtained are then aggregated (using appropriate weights) to the state and all-India levels. Like previous years, 
since 2006, the sample size is 600 households per district. The sample design is a two-stage sample, stratified in the first 
stage. The sample is obtained by selecting 30 villages per district and 20 households per village. 


The villages are randomly selected using the village directory of the 2001 Census. The sampling is done using the PPS 
(Probability Proportional to Size Sampling) technique. PPS isa widely used standard sampling technique and is the appropriate 
technique to use when the sampling units are of different sizes. In our case, the sampling units are the villages. This method 
allows villages with larger populations to havea higher chance of being selected in the sample. 


2 ASER 2008, we retained 10 villages from 2006 and 2007 and added 10 new villages. In ASER 2009 we drop the 10 villages 
eS eamapens keep the 10 villages from 2007 and 2008 and add 10 more villages from the Census village directory. The 
new villages are also chosen using PPS. The 20 old villages and the 10 newvillages give us a “rotating panel” of villages, 


a generates more precise estimates of changes. Since one of the objectives of ASER is to measure the change in 
Carning, creating a panelis an appropriate Sampling strategy. 
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HOW TO MAKE A MAP AND MAKE SECTIONS 


To start MAKING A MAP — walk & talk: 


@ To get to know the village, walk around the whole village first before you start mapping. Talk to people: How Hee 
different hamlets/sections are there in the village? Where they are located? What is the social se leseaeiaige of the 
households in each hamlet/section? What is the estimate of households in each hamlet/section? Tell them about 
ASER. This initial walking and talking may take more than an hour. 


Map: 
@ Rough map: It is often helpful to first draw all the roads or paths coming into the village and going out of the village. 
It helps to begin by drawing a map on the ground so that people around you can see what is being done. Use the help 
of local people to show the main landmarks — temples, mosques, river, road, school, bus-stop, panchayat bhavan, 
shop etc. Mark the main roads/streets/paths through the village prominently on the map. If you can, mark the 
directions — north, south, east, west. 


@ Final map : Once everyone agrees that this map is a good representation of the village, and it matches with your 
experience of having walked around the whole village, copy it on to the map sheet that has been given to you. 


ONCE THE MAP IS MADE, HOW TO MAKE SECTIONS IN THE MAP: 


» How to mark and number sections on the map you have made? 


Village with hamlets: 


® Ifitis a village with hamlets: 


) Mark the hamlets on the map and indicate approximate number of 
households in each hamlet. 


fo) If the village consists of more than 4 different hamlets, then make chits 
with numbers for each hamlet. Randomly pick 4 chits. On the map, indicate 
which hamlets were randomly picked for Surveying. 


O If there are 4 or less hamlets, then go to all of these hamlets. 
) Do not worry if there are more people in one hamlet than in other. 


) We will survey that hamlet as long as there are households in it. 
e Ifit is a village with continuous habitations: 


0) Divide the entire village into 4 sections equally. 


0 For each section, note the estimated number of households. 


WHAT TO DO IN EACH SECTION/HAMLET 


@ Inthe entire village, information will be collected for 20 randomly selected households: 
5 households from each of the 4 hamlets/sections. 


@ Goto each selected hamlet/section. Try to find the central point in that hamlet/section. Stand facing dwellings in 
the center of the habitation. 


@ Conduct the survey with every 5 household rule. While selecting households count only those dwellings that 
someone lives in. In every 5" dwelling (ghar/house): 


oO Multiple kitchens : Ask how many kitchens or ‘chulhas’ there are? If there is more than one kitchen, then 
randomly select any one of the kitchens in that household. After completing survey in this house proceed 
to next 5 house. (House in this case refers to the every ‘door or entrance to the house’). In each selected 
household, ask about all children in the age group 3 to 16 who eat from the same kitchen. 


0 No children: If there are no children or no children in the age group 3 — 16 in the selected household but 

there are inhabitants, INCLUDE THAT HOUSEHOLD. Take the following information like name of head of the 

_ household, total number of members of the household, information about adult woman in the household 

and household assets. Such a household WILL COUNT as one of the 5 surveyed households in each 
hamlet/section. 


o House closed: If the selected house is closed or if there is nobody at home, note that down on your 

_ compilation sheet as “house closed”. THIS HOUSEHOLD DOES NOT COUNT AS A SURVEYED HOUSEHOLD. 

DO NOT INCLUDE THIS HOUSEHOLD IN THE SURVEY SHEET. Move to the next/adjacent open house. Continue 
until you have 5 households in each hamlet/section in which there were inhabitants. 


0 No response: If a household refuses to participate, note that down on your compilation sheet as “No 
response”. However, as above, THIS HOUSEHOLD DOES NOT COUNT AS A SURVEYED HOUSEHOLD. DO NOT 
INCLUDE THIS HOUSEHOLD IN THE SURVEY SHEET. Move on to the next house. Continue until you have 5 
households in each hamlet/section in which not only were the inhabitants present, but they also participated 
in the survey. 


@ Stop after you have completed 5 households in each hamlet/section. If you have reached the end of the section 
before 5 households are sampled, go around again using the same every 5" household rule. Ifa surveyed household 
gets selected again then go to the next household. Continue the survey till you have 5 households in the section. 


@ Now move to the next selected hamlet/section. Follow the same process. 


@ Make sure that you go to households ONLY when children are likely to be at home. This means that it should be on 
a Sunday. 
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What to do ina 
house with mutiple 


kitchens? 


WHAT TO DO IN EACH HOUSEHOLD 


IN EACH SAMPLED HOUSEHOLD: We will note information about the household and about the children, their mother, father 
and all other adult female members of that household who live there on a regular basis. 


Household with multiple kitchens: In case of a household with multiple kitchens, randomly pick one and record the total 
number of members who eat from that chosen kitchen. 


Children 3 to 6: On the household sheet, note down the child’s name, age, whether they are attending anganwadi (ICDS) or 
balwadi or nursery/LKG/UKG, etc. If the child is not going to any anganwadi/preschool, etc., note it down under the “Not 
going”. We will not test these children if they are under 5. 

A 6 year old child in LKG will be recorded under ‘Anganwadi or Pre School status’. 


A7 year old child in LKG will be recorded under ‘schooling status’. Write LKG under ‘Std’. 


Children 5 to 16: On the household survey sheet, note down child’s name, age and all other details. 
o Askall children between the age of 5-16, if they ever went to an anganwadi/balwadi. 
0 Askall children if they take any tuition, meaning paid classes in addition to regular school. 
0 Also ask children if they go to the specific school which you have/will be surveying. 
o All children in this age group will be tested in basic reading, basic math and English. (We know that younger 
children will not be able to read much or do sums but still follow the same process for all children so as to keep the 
process uniform). Ensure that the child is comfortable before and during the test and that sufficient time is given 


to each child. 


Fathers: Note down information about the father for each child in the age group of 3 to 16. This will include age, whether he 
has attended school or not and up to what class he has studied. Fathers will not be tested. 


0 If father is not present in the house at the time of your visit, note down all information available. 

0 Do not take information if the father is dead. 
Mothers and all other adult women in the household: Note down the name of the mother for each child in the age group 3 to 
16. In the adult female education box, note down the following information for mothers and all other women in the household 
who are above the age of 16: name, age, whether she has attended school or not and up to what class she has studied. Then 
ask the woman to read the simple paragraph from the testing tool and note whether she was able to read the paragraph or not 


in the adult women test box. Ask each woman to read even if she has never been to school. 


Please note that it would be best to have at least one female member in the survey team or be accompanied by a 
(local) woman to gather this information. 


Dropped out children who are not currently in school: 


0 Probe carefuily to find out the class in which the child was in when she left/dropped out of school. Note the drop 
out class irrespective of the fact whether the child passed or failed in that class. 


0 Record the actual year when the child left school. E.g. ifthe child dropped out in 2002 write ‘2002’. Similarly ifthe 
child dropped out in the last few months write ‘2009’. 


Other things to remember: Ask members of the household as wellas neighbours about who all live in the sampled household 
on aregular basis. We will take information only about those children. 


0 Older children: Often older girls and boys (in the age group 11 to 16) may not be thought of as children. Be 
sensitive to this issue. Avoid saying “children”. Probe about who all live in the household to make sure that nobody 
in this age group gets left out. Often older children who cannot read are very shy and hesitant about being tested. 


o Children who are not at home but somewhere in the village: Often children are busy in the household or in the 


fields. If the child is in the village, but not at home, take down information about the child, like name, age, schooling 
status. Ask family members to call the child so that you can speak to her directly. If she does not come immediately, 
mark that household and revisit it once you are done surveying the other households. . 


o thildren out of the village: If there are children in the family but who are not present in the village during the visit, 
do not take their details. 


0 Visiting children : Do not survey or test children who are visiting their relatives or friends in the sampled village or 
household. 


Many children may come up to you and want to be included out of curiosity. Do not discourage children who want to be tested. 
You can interact with them. But concentrate on the fact that data must be noted down ONLY for children from households that 
have been randomly selected. 


Household indicators: All information on household indicators is to be recorded based, as much as possible, on observation 
and evidence. However, if for some reason you cannot observe it note down what is reported by the household. Ensure that 
information is about assets owned by the household. This information is being collected in order to link education status of 
the child with household economic conditions. 


@ Type of house the child lives in: Types of houses are defined as follows: 
0) Pucca House: A pucca house is one which has walls and roof made of the following material: 
Wall material: Burnt bricks, stones (packed with lime or cement), cement concrete, timber, ekra etc 
Roof Material: Tiles, GCI (Galvanised Corrugated Iron) sheets, asbestos cement sheet, RBC,(Reinforced 
Brick Concrete), RCC ( Reinforced Cement Concrete), timber etc. 
0) Kutcha House: The walls and/or roof are made of material other than those mentioned above, such as un- 
burnt bricks, bamboos, mud, grass, reeds, thatch, loosely packed stones, etc. 


) Semi -Pucca house: A house that has fixed walls made up of pucca material but roof is made up of the material 
other than those used for pucca house. 


@ Electricity in the household: 


9) Mark yes or no by observing if the household has wires/electric meters and fittings or not. 
0) Mark yes or no if the household had electricity on the day of your visit. 

@ Toilets: 
fo) Mark yes or no by observing if there is a constructed toilet in the house. 


@ Television and phone: 


9) Phone means only mobile phones. 
@ Vehicles: 
fo) For each of the given types of vehicles write the number in the appropriate box. Apart from cycle other vehicles 


recorded should only include motorized vehicles. Three 


wheeler may include 
include bus, car, truck, etc. y auto, tempo. Four wheeler may 


Be polite. Often a lot of people gather around and want to know what is 


them about ASER. Remember to thank rl going on. Explain what you are doing and why. Tell 


fter you have finished Surveying the household. . 
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FROM 2005 To 2009: EVOLUTION OF ASER 


ASER 2005 ASER 2006 ASER 2007 
Age group 6-14 Age group 3 - 16 Age group 3 - 16 
Children were asked Children were asked Children were asked 
Enrollment status - Enrollment status Enrollment status 
Type of school - Type of school - Type of school 
Tuition status 
Children also did: Chilean 5-16 also did: eeusn 5-16 also did: 
Reading tasks Reading tasks Reading tasks 
Arithmetic tasks - Arithmetic tasks - Arithmetictasks and 
- Comprehension tasks - Comprehension tasks 
- Writing tasks - Problem solving tasks 
English tasks 
School visits Mothers education Mothers education 
Mothers were also asked to read School visits 
a simple text 
Sampling : Sampling : Sampling : 
20 randomly selected villages 20 ASER 2005 villages Randomly selected 


Randomly selected 10 newvillages 10 ASER 2005 villages 


10 ASER 2006 villages 
10 New ASER 2007 villages 


| ASER 2008 ASER 2009 


Age group 3-16 Age group 3-16 

Children were asked Children were asked 
Enrollment status - Enrollment status 
Type of school - Type of school 


Tuition status 
Pre-school status (Age 5-16) 


Children 5-16 also did: Children 5-16 also did: 
Reading tasks - Reading tasks 
Arithmetic tasks - Arithmetic tasks 
Telling time - Englishtasks 
Currency tasks 
Mothers education Mothers education 
Household characteristics Fathers education . 
Village information Mothers were also asked to read a simple text 


Household characteristics 
Village information 


School visits 
Sampling : Samii 
Randomly selected Randomly selected 
10 ASER 2006 villages 10 ASER 2007 villages 
10 ASER 2007 villages 10 ASER 2008 villages 
10 New ASER 2008 villages 10 New ASER 2009 villages 


ASER 2009 : READING TASKS 


All children were assessed using a simple reading tool. The 
reading test has 4 categories: 


Letters : Set of common letters. 


Words: Common familiar words with 2 letters and 1 or 2 
matras. 


Level 1 (Std 1) text: Set of 4 simple linked sentences. 
Each no more than 4-5 words. These words or their 
equivalent are in the Std 1 text book of the state. 


Level 2 (Std 2) text: “Short” story with 7-10 sentences. 
Sentence construction is straightforward, words are 
common and the context is familiar. These words (or 
their equivalent) are in the Std 2 textbook of the state. 


Std Il Level Std | Level 


~ 
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Sample: 
Hindi 
basic 

reading 

test 


Tg @ oe 4m eI 
VaR VI Uh FI 
TI Sl GRA Var 21 
dé agd qu ac BI 


Similar 
tests 
developed 
in all 


languages 


Child 
can choose 
the 
language 
in which 
she 
wants to 
read. 


In developing these tools, in each state language, care is taken to ENSURE 


@ comparability with the previous 


ears’ tool wi a 
‘circa drds y with respect to word count, sentence count, type of word and conjoint 


e compatibility with the vocabulary and sentence construction used in Std 1 and Std 2 language textbooks of the State 
e familiarity with words and context through extensive field piloting 
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HOW TO TEST READING? 


LEVEL 1 (Std. 1 Text) 


Present the easy paragraph to the child. Ask her to read it. Listen carefully to how 
she reads. 


The child may read slowly. She may read haltingly; she may make 3 or 4 mistakes 
in not reading words correctly. 


However, as long as the child reads the text like she is reading a sentence, rather 
than a string of words, mark her as a child who “can read LEVEL 1 text”. 


While reading the paragraph, if the child stops very 
often, has difficulty with more than 3 or 4 words and 
reads like she is reading a string of words not a 
sentence, then show her the list of words. 


If the child reads the paragraph fluently and with 
ease, then ask her to read the long text. This is also 
called LEVEL 2 text. 


a 


Ask the child to read any 5 words from the word ist. 


Show the child the story. If she can read fluently with 


Let the child choose the words herself. If she does ease , then mark her as a child who “can read LEVEL 
not choose, then point out words to her. 2 text”. 

If she can correctly read at least 4 out of the 5 words If she is unable to read the long text fluently and 
with ease, then ask her to try to read the Level 1 text stops a lot, mark her as a child who “can read LEVEL 
again. 1 text”. 


If she can correctly and comfortably read words but 
is still struggling with the Level 1 text, then mark her 
as a “word” level child. 


a 


rc - 


If she cannot correctly read at least 4 out of the 5 
words she chooses, then show her the list of letters. 


Ask the child to read any 5 letters from the letters list. Let the child choose the 
letters herself. If she does not choose, then point out letters to her. 


— Ifshe can correctly recognize at least 4 out of 5 letters with ease, then show her 
| the list of words again. 


| If she can read 4 out of 5 letters but cannot read words, then mark her as a child 
who “can read letters”. 


If she cannot read 4 out of 5 letters correctly, then mark her as a child who 
“cannot even recognize letters” or as “nothing”. 


ASER 2009 : ARITHMETIC TASKS 


All children were assessed using a simple 
arithmetic tool. The arithmetic test has 3 
categories: 


Number recognition 1 to 9 : randomly 
chosen numbers from 


1to9 


Number recognition 11 to 99: randomly 
chosen numbers from 


11to 99 


Subtraction: 2 digit numerical problems 
with borrowing 

Division: 3 digit by 1 digit numerical 
problems. 


MATH es SAMPLE(3: 
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Sample: 
Arithmetic 
test 


Similar tests 
developed 
in all 
languages 
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HOW TO TEST ARITHMETIC? 


SUBTRACTION: 2 DIGIT WITH BORROWING 


Show the child the subtraction problems. She can choose, if not you can point. 
Ask the child what the numbers are. 


wad START HERE 


Now ask her to write and solve the problem. Observe to see if she does it in the correct 


written numerical form. 


If she does both the subtraction problems 
correctly, ask her to do a division problem. 


Ask her to do a second one. 


If she cannot do both subtraction problems, | 
then give her the number recognition (11-100) | 
task. | 


| ee 


NUMBER RECOGNITION DIVISION 
(11-100) 3 DIGIT BY 1 DIGIT 
Point one by one to at least 5 numbers. Child _ Show the child the division problems. She 
can also choose. _ can choose one to try. If not, then you pick 


_ one. Ask her to tell you what the problem is 
Ask her to identify the numbers. wha che aon 
If she can correctly identify at least 4 out of 5 


numbers then mark her as a child who can Ask her to write and solve the problem. 


“recognize numbers from 11-100.” Observe what she does. If she is able to 
correctly solve the problem, then mark her as 
 ———_ : I | a child who can do division” 
y | If she is unable to do one problem, give her 
a _ another problem from the sheet. 


If she cannot recognize numbers from 11-99, 
then give her the number recognition (1-9 
‘i : ile correctly, mark her as a child who can do 


task. Ebi 
“subtraction”. 


——S= aa | | a — 


NUMBER RECOGNITION 


If she is unable to solve a division problem 


(1-9) 


Point one by one to at least 5 numbers. Child 
can also choose. 


Ask her to identify numbers. 


if she can correctly identify at least 4 out of 5 
numbers then mark her as a child who can 
“recognize numbers from 1-9.” 


lf not, mark her as a child who “cannot 
recognize numbers” or “nothing”. 


ASER 2009 : ENGLISH TASK 


All children are given reading tasks in their own language (or the language 
of their choice). All children are also given a set of simple tasks to do in 


English. 

The English test includes reading and simple comprehension activities. 
Children were asked to read : 

Capital letgers 

Small letters 


Words: These are common 3 letter words, familiar to children from their daily 
life. After reading the word, the child is asked what the word means. The child 
can reply in her own language. Words are chosen with care. Not only is the 
word easy to read in English, itis also a simple and familiar word in the child’s 
own language. 


Sentences: These are sentences with common words and simple syntax. Each 
sentence has no more than 5 words. After reading the sentence, the child is 
asked the meaning of the sentence in her own language. 


The child is marked at the highest level that she can read comfortably. If the child can read a word, then she is asked the 
meaning of the word. If the child can read sentences, then she is asked the meaning of the sentence. 


ENGLISH TEST Sample (1) 


Give this test to ALL children. 
Record the highest reading level. 


A J Qh Das as 


Ask the child to read any 5. 4 out of 5 must be correct. | Ask the child to read any 5. 4 out of 5 must be correct. 


What is your name? 


This is a small bag. 


I like to read. 


I have a mother. 


Ask the child to read a 'Siwords 2% _-——— 
ny 5 words. At leas — 
eaitent east 4 must be 


Ask the child to say th i 
focal lertiane '¢ meaning of the words inthe _| Ask the child to Say the meaning of the sentences in 
the local laguage. | 
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CAPITAL LETTERS 


START HERE 


- Point one by one to at least 5 letters. 


Ask her to identify the letters. 


If she correctly recognizes 4 out of 5 letters then 
show her the list of small letters. If she reads 
capital letters but is struggling with identifying 
small letters, then mark her as a child who can 
read “capital letters.” 


If she is unable to recognize 4 out of 5 capital 
letters from the list, then mark her as a child 
who “cannot even recognize capital letters” or 


as “nothing”. 


SMALL LETTERS 
Point one by one to at least 5 letters. 
Ask her to identify the letters. 


If she correctly recognizes 4 out of 5 small letters If she reads small letters but is struggling with 
with ease, then show her the list of words. reading words, then mark her as a child who 
can read “small letters.” 


SIMPLE WORDS 


Point one by one to at least 5 words. 


Ask her to read the words. 


If she correctly reads 4 out of 5 words, then If she reads words but is struggling with reading 
show her the list of sentences. sentences, then mark her as “word” level child. 


Ask her to read the 4 sentences. If she reads at least 2 out of the 4 sentences fluently (does not stop frequently 


| or read like she is reading a string of words), then mark her as “sentence level” child. 
a. 


a a a 
MEANING OF WORDS AND SENTENCES IN LOCAL LANGUAGE. 


Word meanings : If a child is able to read words, ask her the meaning of the words in her own language. Meaning of 
words can be the literal meaning or it can be a close associated word. If she correctly says the meaning of at least 4 
words, mark her as a child who “can say meanings”; else mark her as a child who “cannot say meanings”. 


Sentence meanings : If a child is able to read sentences, ask her the meaning of the sentences in her own language. 
She should, at least, be able to say the meaning of the underlined words in the sentence. If she can correctly tell the 
meaning of at least 2 sentences, mark her as a child who “can say meanings”; else mark her as a child who “cannot say 


meanings”. 


WHAT TO DO IN A SCHOOL? 


GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 


e@ Visit any government school in the village with classes from Std 1 to 7/8. If there is no school in the village which has 
classes from 1 to 7/8, then from the remaining government schools visit the school with the highest enrollment in Std 
1 to 4/5. In the top box of the Observation Sheet, tick according to the school type. Do not visit if it does not have 
classes from Std 1 to 4/5. 

e Ifthe village does not have a government school with primary classes, do not visit any school. 

@ Note the time of entry, date and day of visit to the school. 


@ Meet the Head Teacher (ifthe Head Teacher (HM) is absent, then meet the senior most teacher of the school). Explain 
the purpose and history of ASER and give the letter. 


@ Askthe year in which the school was established. 
@ Alsoask forthe school’s DISE (District Information System for Education) code. 


@ When atthe school, ask the Head Teacher for the Enrolment register or any official document on the enrolment in 
that school. 


WHAT TO DO 


Section 1—Children’s Enrollment & Attendance 


@ ASK for the registers of all the standards and fill in the enrollment. If a standard/class has many sections, then 
randomly choose any one section. 

@ Then MOVE AROUND to the classes/areas where children are seated and take down their attendance class-wise by 
counting them YOURSELF. You may need to seek help from the teachers to distinguish children class-wise as they 
are normally found seated in mixed groups. In such a case, ask children from each standard to raise their hands. 
Count the number of raised hands and accordingly fill the same in the observation sheet, class — wise. Please note 
that only children who are physically present in the class while you are counting should be included. 


Section 2—Teachers 
@ Ask the HM and note down the number of teachers appointed. 


@ Observe how many are present. Please note that the number of regular government teachers does not include the 
Head Master. 


& If the school has para-teachers or teachers, mark them separately. In many states para-teachers are called by 
different names such as Shiksha Mitra, education volunteer etc. 
@ Thereafter note how many teachers are absent. 


Section 3—Class Room Observations 


@ This section is for Std. 2 and Std. 4 onl 


You may need to seek help from thet 
mixed groups. 


y. If there is more than one section fora class, then randomly choose any one. 
eachers to distinguish children class-wise as they are normally found seated in 


@ OBSERVE the seating arrangement of 


children (are they in mi itti aoe ae 
blackboards and fill accordingly, ( y in mixed groups or sitting class-wise) and condition of the 


OBSERVE gure eulcren are sitting (in classroom, in the verandah or outside) and fill accordingly. 
OBSERVE if there is any other (except text books) teaching material available in the classroom like charts etc. 
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Section 4- Mid-day meal (MDM) 
@ Ask head teacher/ any other teacher ifthe MDM happened in the school on the day of the Survey. 


@ Observe ifit was served tothe children, if there was any other evidence of MDM suchas dirty utensils or food being 
brought from outside the school. Mark Yes or No accordingly. 


Section 5- Facilities in the school 


@ Count the total number of pucca rooms inthe school andthe number of rooms being used for teaching purposes. 


@ OBSERVE if there is a hand pump/tap which can be used for drinking water and if not, whether drinking water is 
available. 


@ OBSERVE if the school has a boundary wall/fence or not. 


Section 6—School Grant Information 
@ Forthis section, note down information for financial year 2008 and financial year 2009. 


@ The Head Teacher should be asked this section. In the absence of the Head Teacher, aska teacher present and tick 
the designation of the person being asked (Head Teacher/ Regular teacher/ Para teacher). 


@ Askthe person answering this section about the grant very politely. If the person refuses to answer or is hesitant to 
answer this section, then do not force the person and move onto the next section. 


@ Ask ifthe school got four grants viz. new classrooms, school maintenance, school development and TLM grant. If 
yes, note down the amount. If the HM says that he/she is going to receive the grant in the future, then mark “no”. 


@ Thereafter ask whether the entire amount was spent or not. 

@ ifthe respondent does not know under what head the grant was received or spent include such information under 
‘other grants’. 

@ Then ask ifthe school has had the school whitewashed, constructed new classrooms and a boundary wall since April 
2008. Tick the appropriate boxes. 


Section 7 — Toilet Facility in the School 


@ OBSERVE whether the school has a common toilet, a separate toilet for girls, a separate toilet for boys and a 
teacher’s toilet. 


@ foreach type of toilet facility that you find at the school, note whether it was unlocked and usable or not. 


ENGLISH 


SAMPLE HOUSEHOLD SURVEY SHEET 
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ASER 2009 FINDINGS 


Fewer girls 11-14 out of school 


° e of children (6-14) who are out of school has dropped from 4.3% in 2008 to 4% in 2009. 

e ae ES ithe age eae to 14 has dropped from 7.2% in 2008 to 6.8% in 2009. In terms ofa decline 
in percentage points, this decrease is clearly visible in Chhattisgarh (3.8), Bihar (2.8), Rajasthan (2.6), Orissa (2.1), 
Jammu and Kashmir (1.9). Other than Meghalaya all other states in the North East also show a drop. oe 

e Andhra Pradesh records an increase in the percentage of 11-14 year old girls out of school from 6.6% in 2008 to 
10.8% in 2009. So does Punjab from 4.9% in 2008 to 6.3% in 2009. 


Private school enrolment hasn’t changed much 


e Overall, for 6-14 year olds, between 2008 and 2009 there has been a slight decline in the percentage of children 
enrolled in private school (0.8 percentage points). However, six states show a decline in private school enrolment of 
more than 5 percentage points. Of these, Punjab which has one of the highest private school enrollments in the 
country shows the greatest drop (11.3 percentage points). 


Half of India’s five year olds are enrolled in primary school 


e In 2009 as in 2008, well over 50% of 5 year olds are enrolled in school. 

e Although for the country as a whole, the status of 3 and 4 year olds going to preschool (anganwadi or balwadi) has 
not changed much since 2008, among the major states Bihar, Orissa, Chhattisgarh and Gujarat record a more than 
five percentage point increase in the proportion of children going to anganwadi. 


Learning levels improving in Std 1 


e The foundation of children’s learning is built in early grades. Overall, the percentage of children in Std 1 who can 
recognize letters or more has increased from 65.1% in 2008 to 68.8% in 2009. Similarly there is an increase in 
number recognition, with percentage of children recognizing numbers or more increasing from 65.3% in 2008 to 
69.3 in 2009. 

* For Std 1 children in government schools in Punjab, Haryana, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Jharkhand and Orissa there 
is an increase of 10 percentage points or more as compared to last year in their ability to at least recognize letters 
and numbers up to 9. In Tamil Nadu and Goa, there is an improvement in both reading and maths of more than 5 


percentage points. Similar increases are visible in Uttarakhand and Maharashtra in maths and in Karnataka in letter 
recognition. 


No major improvements in learning levels for children in Std 5 except in Tamil Nadu for reading and in a few states in 
maths. 


e The all India figure for percentage of all rural children in Std 5 reading text at Std 2 level shows a decline from 56.2% 
in 2008 to 52.8% in 2009. This means that well over 40% of all rural children in Std 5 in India are at least three grade 

levels behind. 

In reading, for government school children in Std 5 in Tami 

levels. Karnataka and Punjab also showim 

as COMpared to 2008. 


n maths, for children in Std 5, for the country as a whole, the ability to do division problems has hardly increased. 


However 7 states show increases of 5to8 percentage points. These states are Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Assam, 
West Bengal, Orissa, Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka. 


[Nadu there isang percentage point increase over 2008 
provements over last year. Hardly any change in other states in reading 


Wide variation in the ability to read and comprehend English across India. 


° TheallIndia numbers indicate that a quarter of all rural children in Std 5 children can read simple sentences. Of those 
_ who can read sentences, over 80% can understand the meaning of the sentence. 


° By Std 8, 60.2% of all children can read simple sentences. In all the north-eastern states (except Tripura), Goa, 
Himachal Pradesh and Kerala more than 80% of children in Std 8 can not only read simple sentences fluently but also 
understand the meaning. 


ncrease in tuition classes for all children across all grades 


¢ Nationally, between 2007 and 2009, the percentage of children taking paid tuition increased for every class, in both 
government and private schools. Only Kerala and Karnataka show a small but consistent decline in the incidence of 
tuition across government school children in most classes. 

¢ Among government school children, the percentage going to tuition class increases steadily as children move into — 
higher classes: from 17.1% in Std 1 to 30.8% in Std 8. Among children attending private schools, almost a quarter 
(23.3%) take private tuition from Std 1 onwards. The percentage peaks at 29.8% in Std 4. 

¢ Children in West Bengal are by far the most intensive users of paid private tuition in the country; more than half of all 
Std 1 and almost 90% of all Std 8 government school children take some kind of paid tuition. The incidence of tuition 
in Bihar and Orissa is also high, with very large numbers of government school children taking tuition, ranging from 
about a third in Std 1 to well over half in Std 8. 


-hildren’s attendance needs improvement in some states! 


¢ Children’s attendance in school, as observed on a random day in the school year, varies considerably across states. 
There are states like Bihar where less than 60% of enrolled children are attending on the day of the visit in comparison 
to southern states where average attendance is well above 90%. 

° States like Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Jharkhand, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh need to pay more attention to raising 
attendance in schools. In most states, on the day of the visit, close to 90% of appointed teachers were present in the 
school. 


Multigrade grouping is widespread 


¢ In 2007 and 2009, surveyors were asked to observe if Std 2 and Std 4 were grouped and sitting together with any 
other grade. In both years, the incidence of multigrade groupings was high. At the all-India level close to 50% 
children in Std 2 and Std 4 were sitting with other classes. 


ncrease in usable toilets and improvements in availability of drinking water 


¢ All India figures indicate that overall, the percentage of schools with no water or toilet provision is declining over 
time. Water is available in 75% of government primary schools and 81% of upper primary schools. Usable toilets can 
be found in over 50% of government schools. Four out of ten government primary schools do not have separate 
toilets for girls. This number is lower for upper primary schools at 26%. About 12 -15% girls’ toilets are locked and 
only about 30 - 40% are usable. 


jot all schools received the annual school grants for the last school year 


¢ Thereis considerable variation across States for grants received in the last school year. In Nagaland close to 90% of 
schools visited had received all their annual grants, where as the percentage of visited schools receiving their grants 
in the 2008-2009 school year was 60% or below in Jharkhand, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh. 


Every alternate year, in each sampled village in each district, ASER surveyors visit a government primary or upper primary school. This visit is usually on either a Saturday or 
a Monday. (The rest of the survey is done on a Sunday at home). The school information is recorded either based on observations (such as attendance or usability of the 
facilities) or with information provided by the school (such as grants information). 


TRENDS OVER TIME | 


Drop in percentage of girls (age 11-14) who are out of 


Table 1: % Girls Out of School 2006 - 2009: Change in 
Age 11 to 14 % points school. 
2006- 
Selectedstates 2006 2007 2008 2009 4p 59 e Table 1 lists the states which had the highest 
Rajasthan 19.6 14.4 14.8 42.2 7.4 incidence of out of school children in 2006. 
. a 1.6 
<a roe i a es a 1157 ¢ Of these states, all except Andhra have recorded 
West Bengal 12.1 8.3 Tal 8.5 3.6 a decline in the period 2006-2009. 
Jharkhagd 120s ae pat Os oe e Bihar has shown the biggest decrease in 
Orissa 13 abi A 12,0 9.9. Seas 
percentage points. 
Chhattisgarh 13.6 8.5 8.7 4.9 8.7 
Gujarat 11.7 7.6 10.9 aoe bee e Inallthese states except Rajasthan, Gujarat and 
Andhra Pradesh = 8.6 8.1 6.6 10.8 -2.2 Andhra Pradesh the percentage of out of school 
Karnataka 8:09 Fe6:2 5.9 6.1 1.8 girlsin the 11-14 age group is below 10%. 
All India 10.3 7.3 y de 6.8 3.4 
Table 2 : Enrollment in Private Schools 2006 - 2009 Change in 
2 % points 
% 6 to 14 year olds enrolled in private schools 
Selected states 2006 
2006 2007 2008 2009 -2009 
Kerala 46.8 5.2 50.5 5155 4.6 
Haryana 43.1 BOL 40.3 40.9 72.2 
s Punjab 41.5 S18 41.7 30:33 e112 
~) Jammu and Kashmir 32.0 29.7 37-5 ar F6. 0.0 
~ Uttar Pradesh 30.3 29.1 35.9 35.8 5.5 
Rajasthan Pe BF 26.7 a2. 30.4 ape 
Uttarakhand 2150) 25.0 27.9 24.7 Sf 
Tamil Nadu 19.5 oo 20.6 19.7 0.2 
= Himachal Pradesh 19.0 22.6 24.3 22.0 29 
= Maharashtra 18.3 25.8 250 28.2 90 
s Andhra Pradesh 18.5 29.3 27.6 29.4 10.9 
Karnataka 16.0 11.6 18.1 16.8 0.8 
of, Bihar 17% 7.4 8.3 5.0 -6.6 
= Madhya Pradesh 11.5 135 16.2 14.8 3.3 
oI Jharkhand 113 103 9.9 10.0 -1.3 
= Chhattisgarh 8.5 8.5 10.3 9.4 0.9 
= Gujarat ee 5.8 8.3 10.2 5.2 
Oo Orissa 4,3 He: 4.5 4.4 0.1 
West Bengal BMS i 4.3 Se | 6.5 3.1 
All India 18.7 19.3 22.6 21.8 3A 
Highlights 2006 to 2009 


¢ 14 out of 19 states listed in Table 2 showarisein private school enrollment. 


e Orissa and West Bengal remain states with a very low incidence of private school enrollment. 
e Bihar has recorded a steady decline in Private school enrollment in this period. 
@ 


Five states record an increase of more than 5 percentage poi 
: ints. Thes 
Andhra Pradesh and Gujarat. orn € are Uttar Pradesh, Rajasthan, Maharashtra, 


6 ai 
ASER 200? J 


Table 3 : % Children in Std V in government schools who can read Change in 


Std II level text 2006 to 2009 % points 
Selected states 2006 2007 2008 2009 2006-2009 
Madhya Pradesh 731 1i3 86.8 76.0 2.8 
Kerala 71.8 L3i3 73.3 63.9 -7.9 
Uttarakhand 69.3 67.9 64.6 65.5 -3.8 
Haryana 68.8 65.2 61.1 59.3 -9.4 
West Bengal 65.1 68.2 A552 45.9 -19.1 
Bihar 64.3 66.7 62.8 56.7 -7.6 
Himachal Pradesh 61.9 S122 73.6 fase 10.3 
Maharashtra 60.1 ewe 743 745 1% 
Assam nt Pg 53.0 40.9 39.8 -18.9 
Jharkhand 58.5 56.6 hey 45.9 -12.6 
Orissa 55.4 49.5 59.6 56.4 1.0 
Chhattisgarh 52.6 56.8 74.1 64.1 145 
Rajasthan 522 45.6 45.1 40.1 -12.0 
Gujarat 47.4 47.9 43.8 42.8 -4.6 
Punjab 44.3 65.9 on ee ae 63.8 19.5 
Andhra Pradesh 41.0 70.6 57.6 55:2 14.2 
Uttar Pradesh 30.9 41.8 33.4 30.3 -0.6 
Jammu and Kashmir 30.0 30.4 23:2 20.2 -9.7 
Karnataka 28.8 43.3 42.9 46.1 iwi 
Tamil Nadu ZEW 33.9 26.7 34.6 6.8 
All India 51.4 56.7 53.1 50.3 -1.1 


NOTE : North East states are not included in this table as coverage of districts varies across states 


Highlights 2006 to 2009 

e Allindia figure does not show change over time. 

* However, in Maharashtra, Himachal Pradesh, Chhattisgarh, Punjab, Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka there has been an 
increase of more than 10 percentage points. 

* Tamil Nadu shows an increase of almost 7 percentage points. 


Table 4 : % Children in Std V in government schools who can Change in 
correctly solve a division problem 2007 to 2009 % points 
Selected states 2007 2008 2009 2007-2009 
Madhya Pradesh 65.2 LEG 64.9 -0.3 
Himachal Pradesh 64.6 57.4 62.9 -1.7 
West Bengal 61.4 29.4 36.5 -24.9 
Bihar 61.4 50.9 ny ey -9.9 
Punjab oes 39.7 47.5 -7.7 
Haryana 53.8 45.7 46.5 STioak 
Uttarakhand 50.9 38.4 42.3 -8.6 
Maharashtra 45.7 > “5659 49.8 4.1 
Andhra Pradesh 45.2 3300 41.5 a yf 
Jharkhand 40.4 30.5 29.8 -10.6 
Kerala 39.9 38.3 36.4 -3.6 
Gujarat 34.0 24.1 23.6 -10.4 
Orissa 31.7 36.0 44.0 12.4 
Rajasthan 31.5 25.9 29.7 -5.8 
Chhattisgarh a iel 59,5 50.7 19:7 
Jammu and Kashmir 28.7 17 16.9 -11.7 
Assam 28.1 Lave 22.02 -6.1 
Uttar Pradesh P| 15.8 16.0 -10.0 
Karnataka 18.9 14.9 213.0 ove 
Tamil Nadu 15.2 9.0 11.9 -3.3 
All india 41.0 34.4 36.1 -4.9 


NoTE : North East states are not included in this table as coverage of districts varies across states 


Highlights 2007 to 2009 
» Overall, India figure over this period shows a decline from 41% to 36%. 
» Otherthan Chhattisgarh, Maharashtra and Orissa, no other state shows substantial improvement. 
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BLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of | CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 

HOOLS 2009 | school % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Seder ae 

E: 6 -14 ALL 73.0 21.8 1.2 4.0 100 

iE: 7-16 ALL 70.4 22.2 1.1 6.3 100 set 

iE: 7-10 ALL ‘75.6 20.5 1.3 2.6 100 3 

E: 7-10 BOYS 783 . 277 1.2 2.4 100 5 | 

E: 7-10 GIRLS 77.2 18.5 1.4 2.9 100 al | 

E: 11-14 ALL 70.0 23.0 1.0 6.0 100 ay ‘ae == omen 

£: 11-14 BOYS 69.4 244 0.9 5.3 100 a — a | 

—:11-14GIRLS 70.9 21.2 1.1 6.8 100 | | 

: 15-16 ALL 56.9 24.9 0.8 17.4 100 Or t 

—: 15-16 BOYS art 253 0.8 16.8 100 ee a xs a 

—: 15-16 GIRLS $57.0 24.4 0.8 17.8 100 ee a mene a 


: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
N SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


Sc) See 
ART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 i 


waeeee ce. | 68D SR ee ee ee ae 45 IS Total 


I 23.2 46.4 17.2 7.6 5.6 100 
507 
ll 3.0 13.5 38.6 29.4 66 5.3 3.7 100 
sia il 3.5. O07 42.2 246418127 4.9 100 
30- IV 3.8 12.6 34,0 33.1 6.5 6.2 3.9 100 
20- Vv 5.1 7.6 43.7 22.812.3 4.1 4.4 100 
Vi 3.5 11.9 30.6 36.9 94 4.8 2.9 100 
1 
Vil 5.0 7.2 41.5 28.2 11.6 4.7 1.8 100 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 4.1 12.6 36.5 30.7 10.7 5.5 100 
How to read the table: In Std III, 78.2% (42.2 + 24.6+11.4) children are in age group 
8 to 10. 
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL - 


BLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND : CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


FERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
; 2006-2009 


In School boy | 
, ss 3 | 
In balwadi in LKG/ SoS = 
wie UKG ith c 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Za g 
3 63.6 7.4 29.0 100.0 as 
4 64.6 16.6 18.8 100.0 
2008 
3 9.5 100.0 "Aged 
5 al ae 8.1 36.5 16.8 5 F 
in 6.0 37 64.7 20.3 1.5 4.3 100.0 Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded 


villages 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (Att ScHoots) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (STD 2 Text) Total 


I 31.2 44.6 16.1 4.8 3.5. 100 
ll Ti2 33.6 31.3 14.9 8.4 100 
ill 53 19.4 28.7 26.8 19°85 ~ 100 
IV 236 10.5 19.5 29:5 37.6 -*' 100 
V 1.8 6.7 13,2 fhe 52.6: >’ 100 
Vi 1.0 2.9 8.1 20.8 66.3 100 
Vil 0.9 2.8 5.2 15.6 75.4— 100 
Vill 0.6 1.9 3.4 Ts B2,5.—, 200 
TOTAL 7.6 16.8 16.7 18.9 40.1 100 


NOTE: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 
4 


0-- ~ + 1 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV 
—=@— 2006 —I2007 —#— 2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


READING TOOL 


tan 
aga fai a ake a wa 


i wa A wh wre wer 
art ay war a) aa ast 


H VHA Hi we ea we BI 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stop IV - VII) 2006-2009 


% Children 


Std IV Std V 


Std VII 


—O— 2006 =i 2007 =—*—2008 —@— 2009 


é oi 
| What is your name? | 


| This is a small bag. 


| Llike to read. 
| 
I have a mother. 


[Ash he et ree at wotencen Al least 2 meet OF 


onary ae rene’ WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
(ALL ScHooLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoolLs) 2009 
Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who eee meet 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy S can read Wares panread : | 
capital letters letters words sentences *-  % who can tell Pere torneo WO 
letters pean the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
| 56.2 2555 LOS oe 23 100 | 65.0 FSV 
il 33.8 31.4 18.5 11.8 4.4 100 Il 66.2 74.0 
il 2154 27.0 23.0 20.5 8.1 100 il 66.7 74.7 
IV 12.8 21.0 22.0 28.2 15.9 100 IV 67.7 VATE A 
V 8.5 15,7 19.2 31-0 257. 100 V 69.9 80.4 
Vi 4.9 10.5 14.6 3155 38.5 100 Vi 70.0 81.1 
Vil S.7. 7.6 ilibes: 28.3 49.1 100 Vil L220 6227 
VIII Def 55 8.1 23.4 60.2 100 Vill Woy 5 84.7 
Tete 290° 16.3 8«—22.1 2919 FOG TOTAL 69.4 a SR ome orem 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
LL SCHOOLS) 2009 


. _ Recognize Numbers a 
rp. Nothing Subtract Divide Total 
1-9 11-99 — 
30.7 44.6 18.7 4.0 2.0 100 SA63 
115° 3s Bee 13.6 4.1 400 | JL shane 
) 5.4 20.5 35.1 28.4 10.6 100 ee aT «84 
aos - 35 
2.8 11.8 26.7 34.8 24.0 100 ee 
1.9 PB 19.8 327 38.0 100 32 
: 1.2 4:6 | aS 29.7 50.2 100 Stora 3) SS 
1 0.9 3.4 10.8 25.3 59.7 100 40 eo 7 sae 36 68 
ih} 0.6 252 Tet 20.8 68.7 100 | 25° | 68 -18 _ - 49 4) 658 
ITAL 7.6 17.4 2251 23,4 29.4 100 fe + Rares lh 
E : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who Pee SRR ee <r 
do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 5 = : zee 
ART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME . CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 ‘% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN Govt SCHOOLS IN STD IV - VII)- 
GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 , 
60;———+ 1 @ 60 
5 is} 
= 504 ° 1 307 
) O 
2 404 3 407 
30+ 30+ 
204 207 
107 10+ . 
O+ ts ; : + 0+ = = T t | 
Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—f- 2007 —te— 2008 —@— 2009 [i 2007 —k— 2008 —@— 2009 
can 


TUITION. 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


ar School 

wove 912 “Loy eeeee een 829.5 23.5 24.3 264 
if oe (seed caw eee vane 2612 24.1 25.0. 24.5 
99 Gov, 17-0) 20,4) Geet aoe) 25.3 27.6 28:2 308 


Pvt 2319) (26.5. oe ae «28.2 26.1 26.4 27.4 


JTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
ition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
ild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
imbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
ay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
4 not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 


29 N Stp II] wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop |! 
ee BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


% Children 
= Ww 
<> oO 
+ 
T 
| 


30+ + 30 

20+ — 20+ 

10+ { 10 

or —5006. ~~ -2007.”~*~CS~SGB~S~S*~S«S 0092 7 2007 "2008 2009 
—@— Govt —@— Pvt —@— Govt —@— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD II] wHO CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


ro) 
1 


% Children 
rw ON 
SS S&S 

4 


% Children 


2007 . 2008 2009 a 2007 2008 2009 
@ Boys ® Girls @ Boys @ Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % bee be ty: be. by 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Std II-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIH) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1 (Std 1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


No Schooling 30.2 8.2 Eee $e z LAG 20.0 
Stop I-V 16.2 4.6 62.4 53.4 38.3 24.9 
Sto VI-VIII 16.7 29 65.6 57.0 44,1 27.9 
Stp IX-X 2159 Lg 70.1 Gue2 50.8 caer 
ABOVE STD X * Be 102 76.3 68.7 58.4 33. 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar an 
and children. 
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alyses can be done with mothers 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


ype of school . 2005 2007 2009 
td I-IV/V : Primary 4874 9230 9302 
std 1-Vil/VIIl : Primary + Upper Primary 3432 4836 5258 
otal schools 8306 14066 14560 


ABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PU 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


ype of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


f% Teachers attending (average) 80.9 90.9 89.3 78.6 87.3 88.7 
f Schools with no teacher present 47 02 0.3 3.5 0.2 02 


fo Schools with all teachers present 57 4 73.7 69.6 38.2 53.7 57.9 


ABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL PA 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


’ Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
2 No facility Preeti 25.9 16.6 12.9) 114 
Facility but water not available 11.9 88 9.7 11.1 7.2 7.6 
Available 166:7° 75.4 74.8 72.3 79.9 81.0 
No facility Be.0 22.5 16.4 22.6. 14.0 10.3 


Facility but toilet not usable 18.1 17.9 32.0 21.6 16.2 34.7 


ewrewe 


Usable Aeito.o 51.6 55.8 69.8) 55.1 
Midday meal served on day 
of visit 70.5 92.5 82.4 74.6 91.6 87.4 
ABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 — Std I-IV/V Std I-VIl/VIII 
No of schools visited 7816 4573 


% Schools with no separate provision 
‘or girls toilets 


If schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


39.0 Fe 


Toilet locked 12.0 pe Oe 
foilet not usable 5 ae 19.3 
Jsable 31.8 39.8 
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Nhe SE TE Th ew velar taa 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 73.5 73.4 74.2 75.2 75.6 76.6 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


PZ ie23, 11.4 10:5 11.8 aes 


55.5 53.5 55.0 60.5 60.6 60.8 


UN: [he heathy. mae \s-4 4M 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
Std Il class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

another class Hf.o 52.0 42.0 43.9 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HIV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 

Construction No.of “%schools No.of %Sschools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash S669. "07.0 32.2. 4901 “71533 Sees 

Construction of new 

classroom Go47; 24:6 75.2 4763 31.4 266.6 

Eo erruction of bounday ee ii 759 4766 one 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant Sache 


SCHOOL GRANTS 3 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of Don’t No. of Don’t 
JIFFERENT GRANTS sche Yes No now | schs Yes No le 


New classroom 7771 21.5 67.3 11.2 6678 12.9 72.6 14.6 
Maintenance grant 8092 73.1 15.8 11.1 6753 49.0 36.6 14.5 
Jevelopment grant 7671 64.5 23.5 12.0 6550 43.7 41.2 15.1 
feacher grant 8022 80.1 12.0 7.9 6720 55.7 33.1 11.2 


TLM grant) | 

Ither grants Begs (aes "one 15.2 3437 15.3 67.3 17.4 
STE : No grant information was available for 905 schools out of 9302 primary schools 
at were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
#t available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
ble is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-ViI/VII Std |-VII/VIIl 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [QMO No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom 4397 26.0 66.0 8.0 3738 14.8 74.8 10.4 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


Maintenance grant 4486 78.9 13.4 7.8 3746 57.2 32.6 10.2 
Development grant 4210 71.5 20.1 8.3 3564 54.3 35.0 10.7 


Teacher grant 4400 84.6 9.9 5.6 3641 62.5 29.6 8.0 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 2248 Zei7y 61:7 10.6 1941 18.1 68.7 To 
Note : No grant information was available for 497 schools out of 5258 upper primary 
schools that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register 
was not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information, Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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PERFORMANCE OF STATES | 


ANGANWAD! ‘ 
Table 19: OuT OF PRIVATE TUITION pdt Stp |-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp IIIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
: SCHOOL | SCHOOL 
BALWADI 
% Children 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std 1-IN) (Std III-V) (Std IlI-V) (Std Ill-V) 


States in out in IV-VIIl) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO _ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
z more or more ENGLISH or more 
Andhra Pradesh 84.8 6.2 29.4 26.7 Boxe 82.9 85.1 70.6 66.2 63.8 26.3 
Arunachal Pradesh* 40.6 3.4 10.1 LPS 56.1 97.8 98.2 95.4 15,5 89.8 53,2 
Assam* 73.8 4.3 14.5 23,3 72.6 76.5 78.7 46.5 58.4 50.4 14.8 
Bihar 67.9 4.0 5.0 54.0 39,5 71.0 ig AP 47.8 62.1 63.7 18.2 
Chhattisgarh* 88.5 bho! 9.4 4.0 43.9 90.0 90.0 61.3 73.4 66.8 10.5 
Dadra and Nagar Haveli 94.0 © i 14.7 FAGf. 98.5 96.4 38.4 81.2 69.7 11,8 
Daman and Diu 93.1 0.7 34.9 41.2 89.2 90.1 90.5 53.2 67.8 oe Ad 24.4 
Goa 91.2 0.2 55.8 aPe2 92.0 97.4 98.7. 88.7 95.8 94:6 65.8 
Gujarat 95.3 4.3 10.2 12.0 65.2 75.8 75.4 31.8 oh Pfs. 41.1 5.0 
Haryana 7A che 40.9 20.5 66.3 85.2 85.8 76.3 70.2 67.9 S2.4 
Himachal Pradesh 93.8 0.7 22.0 iT eae 85.8 91.5 92.1 82.5 82.4 81.8 43.4 
Jammu & Kashmir 45.5 1.8 32.0 2133 63.4 85.4 85.8 80.2 48.6 45.7 30.6 
Jharkhand* $25 5.4 10.0 3131 50.7 reget rg oe: 55.9 5/53 51,3 10.6 
Karnataka 92:1 3.2 16.8 10.1 56.9 85.7 83.3 45.7 64.0 46.0 10.3 
Kerala 85.9 0.1 i535 40.6 9755 96.7 96.0 88.2 83.0 Fg Po 42.4 
Madhya Pradesh 86.5 23 14.8 14.5 40.0 95.4 94.4 70.8 87.5 81.9 18.5 
Maharashtra O5.7 1.0 28.2 12.6 76.1 93.0 pit ei ne eel 86.8 139 18.5 
Manipur 7,4 151 Fas 41.6 80.6 . 97.9 ois 96.3 TL 8155 58.6 
Meghalaya 571 3.8 30.7 20.8 62.1 90:3 91.2 86.3 59.6 61.5 SV 2 
Mizoram 88.8 5 17.9 11.8 87.4 91,3 Sy / 87.8 73.5 79.3 42.2 
Nagaland 57,5 2.4 35.3 2552 75.6 96.5 98.2 95.9 69.0 Pe ek 44.3 
Orissa 82.3 6.3 4.4 54.1 61.3 88.9 87.1 44.2 69.5 64.4 17.4 
Puducherry 99.1 0.5 21.2 43.9 72.6 86.2 89.8 82.1 o)- fi 60.0 17.8 
Punjab 80.3 5.4 30.3 26.5 70.6 90.8 87.8 Theor’ § (ERS) 70.0 24.4 
Rajasthan 64.0 6.6 30.4 10.2 Bhat {23 rg i | 48.7 55.9 47.5 10.7 
Sikkim 79.9 23 283 Sioa 65.0 ee 97.4 94.0 78.9 77.8 60.9 
Tamil Nadu 92.6 0.9 19.7 24.0 66.6 62.4 70.0 5755 53.0 397 14.9 
Tripura 75.6 19 4.3 76.0 72.4 927. 94.9 83.2 aed 58.1 179 
Uttarakhand 84.2 1.4 24.7 12.8 f2v2 83.9 82.7 69.4 73.8 62.2 23:2 
Uttar Pradesh 53.5 4.9 35.8 13.0 33.4 68.0 66.3 45.6 48.6 35.7 8.9 
West Bengal 73.0 557 6.5 79.9 63.5 84.0 Sii2 65.3 67.6 60.0 19.6 
Total* 76.3 4.0 21.8 26.9 55:2 78.5 78.7 54.6 64.2 56.3 16.7 


* Arunachal Pradesh data available for 8 ou 


aot Sirota ies t of 13 districts. Assam data available for 22 out of 23 districts. Chhattisgarh data available for 15 out of 16 districts. Jharkhand data available 


* India estimate based on survey done in 575 districts including 9 districts with incomplete data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
3 Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 
e ou * = 
Age group Govt Pvt Other chool 20; et ~ . ; [ae 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 64.3 29.4 0.2 6.2 100 | 
AGE: 7-16 ALL = 63k 27.0 0.2 9.4 100 15} yell oe 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 63.0 32.9 0.2 3.9 100 7 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 58.7 37.6 0.1 3.6 100 5 ol 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 67.1 28.5 0.3 4.2 100 = 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 67.9 22.8 0.1 9.2 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 65.7 763 0.2 7.8 100 | | 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 69.8 19.3 0.1 10.8 100 | |, 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 53.8 22.5 0.2 23.5 100 Or 
p 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 53.9 22.8 0.2 23.2 100 
meme 7-10 DOyS =f 7-10 girls mee 11-14 boys ——ge— 11-14 girls 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 54.0 21.8 0.1 24.0 100 


ITE: ‘oTHER’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
IT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


STpD. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total 
| 21.9 51.1 15.1 6.1: 5.9 100 
507 | 
| il 1.9 10.9 54.9 19.6 7.3 5.5 100 
= had | il 2.0 10.4 56.3 19.5 9.0 2.8 100 
= 
5 307 IV 3.0 10.5 55.8 20.0 6.8 4.0 100 
Ps 
20+ = Vv 3.4 9.2 59.9 16.7 7.2 3.7 100 
Vi 2.6 10.6 52.625.6 6.1 2.4 100 
Vil 3.3 10.3 57.6 19.5 6.1 3.2 100 
2006 2007 2009 | Vill 34 14.9 58.8 17.4 4.8 1.0 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 84.8% (56.34+19.5+9.0) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 
3 YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 
ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
70+ 
in School to © 
tw di = gf ied 
in 2 act in LKG/ : = S col 
25 


cond oo Govt. Pvt. Other 


© Children 


GE 3 71.7 bys 20.6 100 2 204 : = a 
10+ 
Ge4 63.7 26.2 10.1 100 ie a _o rah 
ZOO / 


GE 5 19.5 igs 33.5 34.9 0.4 4.5 100 @ Age 3 Age 4 


Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre 


villages 


Annual ered of Education Re 


ANDHRA PRADESH rurat laser LUU7: 


| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE er 
TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


é Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Tota 


READING TOOL 


I 25.2 46.3 19.6 4.4 4.6 100 | os. 
| BS OE Hrd aero Axe | 

il Ih 30.6 38.6 14.0 9.1 100 tart, ©ED Sh FR) ween ! 
itl 4.1 15.9 33.7. 25.6 20.8 100 | B0GD. Cothé 288 (08 Ce» 28 | 
: Bort rig BY. cA ©2, | 

IV 2.1 9.8 1953 28.2 40.7 100 ! val ha Se le | 
V 42 Sud 13:2 23.8 56.6 100 —©8DE DOrPh MEX 2drO | 
| BxxmHod erroewod oS e655 | 

Vi a feat 27, 8.5 19.4 68.4 100 Bo 2 agen | 
Vil a2 3.0 5.9 14.4 05:4. 100 | KP. wothé® w S°er8 SAS 2.8 | 
vill 0.9 1.5 3.7 10.8 83.1 100 tty Smt AHO. SO SS | 
rst SAS SOSho SOAS 

TOTAL 5.9 15.2 18.2 Ee hes AS 100 | DerBoort. & S6 SoS Hore 


NoTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can — i Rio wf) 30 i 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN. READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - VII) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
uw 
fo) 
+ 
Me 
— 
% Children 


Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——@— 2006 —i—2007 =—w—2008 —@—2009 —e— 2006 —H—2007 —*—2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 5: CLASS-wISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 
Of those who Of those who 


ENGLISH (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan read Can read Can read Total 


Stp. ‘read capital small simple easy Srp, °2" fread words, can read 
capital letters letters words sentences * % who can tell sentences, % who 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
SP oF words of the sentences 
: ; 15,5 12.6 6.4 100 I 65:7 70.1 
il 21, ; 
5 28.4 18.6 19.6 11.9 100 ll 70.7 72.8 
tl 12.6 20. 
05 248 274 148 100 TT 68.9 71.5 
IV 8.3 35; 
36 189 34.5 247 100 IV 70.5 72.6 
V 4.1 What is the time? 
fee 15.3 34.1 <1 B7 ha Vv 732 77.6 a 
2.8 5.0 11. This is a blue shirt. 
19 30.3. 50.0 (400 vi 69.9 79.5 7 
Vil 22 4.1 8.2 26.0 59.5 100 Vil 73.3 82.3 | I like to sleep. 
Vill 559 4 = 5.4 19:2 69.6 100 Vill 78.5 85.5 : a ‘ a | mpi 
TOTAL 11.8 14.8 a2 25.60 869327 og TOTAL 71.4 79.4 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


MATHS TOOL 


- Recognize Numbers 
stp. Nothing 


Subtract Divide _ Total 


1-9 11-99 
21.6 40.2 28.7 5.6 3.9 100 
1 6.9 23.6% CAFS 16.3 5.8.5 100 
l 3.5 eh etn YO, 33.7 10:7 100 
Vv 2.2 6.9 25.0 39.0 26.8 100 
/ 1.0 4.1 16.9 33.8 44.2 100 
/\ 13 2.2 13.6 28.9 54.1 100 
rT 0.8 1.5 142 24.8 61.6 100 
jul 0.7 42 Hi 20.2 70.3 1 GG 
TOTAL 5.1 194 24.4 25.3 33204 St00 


TE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
n do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


HART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME . CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME ; 
o CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 | % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (iN Govt SCHOOLS IN Srp IV - VII) 
IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
6 607 + “ 5 2 j 
To Ae, 
= 501 it nS Pe | | 4 ‘= 50 
oO O 
se 40+ x 40 ; 
30+ 
20 
10 ) | : 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—- 2007 —tr— 2008 —@— 2009 —{— 2007 —te— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE-2007 AND 2009 


ear School | i il IV Vv Vi vil Vill 
Govr 11.0 164-17.0. 18.6 20:8 17.3 24.6. 13.5 
PVE 24s ee ae) 51.5 (37.6 3147 36.7. 28.5 
GOVT 2iiz) abe 29s 22.5 24.7 22.4 241 AIS 
PVT, 31:67 406) 36170 237.4 37.1 40,4 35.3 . 39.2 


IOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
uition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
hild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
iumbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
nay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
id not require payment. 


ER 2009 


Annual Status of Education 
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ANDHRA | PRAD ESH RURAL 


LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : 


TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


% Children 
LS a] 
fem 
Te 


. 2006 2007 + +~=~=©6)—0 2008—Ct—t*:” 2009 


—@—Govt —@— Pvt | 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 : 
907 | t 
80 


% Children 


2007 a 2008 ae 2009 


@ Boys @ Girls @ Boys & Girls 


2008 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % ~ oi % Bias me 

Eaication Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std HI-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 39.8 10.6 60.0 5/7 a 48.3 20.0 
Stp I-V fod >9 67.4 64.2 58.0 25.0 
Stop VI-Vill 12.8 5.0 66.1 64.9 64.2 25.5 
Stp IX-X 18.1 4.4 125 68.7 69.5 33.4 
ABOVE STD X T2Z 2.8 76.8 77.4 79.3 Sf 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. 


Similar analyses can be done wi 
and children. f e with mothers 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


ype of school 2005 2007 2009 

td I-IV/V : Primary 192 379 8 483 

td |-ViI/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 168 229 148 

tal schools 360 608 631 

ABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PUDE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
ype of school Std I-IV/V Std |-VII/VIII 


» Teachers attending (average) 80.7 86.4 80.4 79.5 84.0 80.3 
» Schools with no teacher present 7; go 9 0.5 06 0.0 0.0 


; Schools with all teachers present <9 3 59.9 44.3 29.3 33.5 28.0 


ABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL BIDE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


» Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-ViI/VIII 
No facility 32.1 14.5 18.1 22.8 16.1 18.9 
Facility but water not availablei9.0 9.9 14.6 6.0 7.4 16.1 
Available 57.9 75.6 67.3 71.3 76.5 65.0 
No facility 32.8 20.4 26.4 20.4 12.8 23.4 


Facility but toilet not usable 21.2 23.0 31.8 26.3 20.2 35.9 


Usable 46.0 56.6 41.8 53.3 67.0 40.7 
a sites 4 ebm 99.5 98.1 97.3 98.8 98.7 96.6 
Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/VIII 
o of schools visited 421 128 
Pe wae no separate provision 57.0 49.2 
f schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 
pilet locked 8.3 10.2 
pilet not usable 11.2 13.3 
sable 23:5 BE, 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Phe SER) it ew itt) ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


9.3: Ad: Bh teed? 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 


18:5 758) Foam 26,4 71:4 77.3 


SSO ae 


63.3 58.0 58.5 62.8 62.7 64.6 


Lee ere Uk 7 ae 532-98 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
Std II class sitting with 

anothes sae 54.4 66.3 50.5 58.3 
Std IV class sitting with 

another class 46.9 58.8 S704, 50,4 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No  schs Yes No 

Whitewash 473 59:0 "44507 Saal 59.6 40.4 

Construction of new 

classroom 472: © 22.35 | GFis8a eee 229-9: 0A 

Construction of boundary Pari: | (er 


wall 


ASER survey was Carried out.in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant tan Cher 


Bae, SCHOOL GRANTS | 


BLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
amd eiciniial ~ cacti ed a HIVIV 

recent cease ier a 
ew classroom 429 16.6 74.6 8.9 367 5.5 86.4 8.2 


laintenance grant 446 84.1 7.9 8.1 357 13.2 79.8 7.0 
evelopment grant 432 73.8 17.6 8.6 344 8.7 84.3 7.0 


pacher grant 443 87.6 66 5.9 348 12.6 81.0 6.3 
‘LM grant) 
ther grants 582 9.9 79.1 11.0 250 4.0 87.2 8.8 


te - No grant information was available for 21 schools out of 483 primary schools that 
visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
ilable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
ased on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS [GROMEce 
S 


New classroom aze 21,54 69.1 9.5 203 
Maintenance grant 133 84.2 10.5 5.3 98 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std |-Vii/VIll 
No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 


Std I-VII/VIII 


know schs know 
haere 77.7 10.7 


18.4 71.4 10.2 


Development grant 123 71.5 22.0 6.5 98 18.4 68.4 13.3 


Teacher grant 126 87.3 7.1 5.6 93 17.2 71.0 11.8 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants So, 28.0, 74.4 11.6 70 46 76.6 12.9 
Note : No grant information was available for 10 schools out of 148 upper primary s¢ hools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information, Therefore, the above 


table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


ANDHRA PRADESH ura 


PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
Table 19: ca ov lees OuT OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS’ Stp I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS Stp III-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
ac SCHOOL | SCHOOL | READING | 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children %Chile ye 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age:6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (StdJ-ll) | (StdI-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std IN-V) ~—s (Std III-V) ~— (Std II-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ . 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level i SUBTRACTION ‘sentences — 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLI HE 
more or more ENGLISH or more 3 
Adilabad 73.4 7.0 26.6 9.6 31.2 78.1 79.8 64.5 59.0 sep 191 4 
Anantapur* 9.8 19.2 py Ma a 80.9 85.1 66.0 66.4 69.3 22.6 9 
Chittoor 94.1 2.5 21.5 37.4 68.1 83.3 84.8 74.0 67.5 73.1 31.1 4 
Cuddapah 93.0 3.6 30.0 26.3 66.7 87.9 91.4 76.0 P23 74.6 30:35 q 
East Godavari 78.5 8.3 22.4 25.5 74.9 81.4 82.0 74.3 57.5 56.0 2i57 
Guntur 73:3 Sid: 28.6 39.4 59:9 86.4 86.3 72.1 62.6 66.2 23.9 3 
Karimnagar 86.7 2.9 48.1 14.1 62.7 93.1 91.5 78.4 82.2 74.9 37.4 
Khammam 78.8 8.7 24.2 14.0 71.4 75.4 78.1 58.8 66.2 49.5 193 4 
Krishna* 2.4 38.5 Binz Tae 92.8 92.8 80.6 81.3 74.6 46.3 
Kurnool 75.6 8.9 Zoe 30.3 43.5 78.5 81.9 67.6 a9. 7 51.0 24.5 7 
Mahbubnagar 81.5 6.4 S0c% 6.4 16.1 64.9 68.8 47.7 58.3 46.4 13.79 
Medak 81.5 Bet: 284 115 41.1 74a We) 78.1 53.9 PATE 52.9 2452 4 
Nalgonda 93.8 Zo 3352 12.6 34.4 81.5 85.8 78.4 59.7 59.4 lisa 
Nellore 92.0 5.0 22.0 31.5 65.7 94.0 94.0 83.1 76.7 76.5 30.9 
Nizamabad 97.3 10.4 34.6 14.6 80.0 88.4 S12 78.8 63.0 61.7 25:3 
Prakasam 85.6 5:7 33,5 90.9 49.9 88.4 86.5 725 65.4 61.1 29.6 i 
Rangareddy 63.8 7.8 se 2233 44.4 85.2 84.9 7 oh 56.1 58.9 26.8 
Srikakulam 80.8 6.1 25,5 42.4 61.6 86.8 92.8 76.1 76.2 TF i2 34.0 1 
Visakhapatnam 86.8 6.9 27.0 21.6 41.0 86.4 84.0 65.5 62.5 65.9 17.9 
Vizianagaram 89.0 4.8 19,3 va S| 30.5 85.5 87.7 63.9 69.9 64.6 19.7 j 
Warangal* 16.3 30.7 11.6 51.4 86.8 89.9 80.3 54.0 a 14.1 
West Godavari 91.0 4.0 32.9 32.6 74.1 POST 88.1 70.7 (2-2 69.4 38.4 i 
Total S46 TOG 2. 29:4 26170) Pepi enog gh 70ig | enGes 63.8 263 4 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other | ee 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 86.2 10.1 0.2 3.4 
NGE: 7-16 ALL 86.0 8.9 0.2 4.9 
NGE: 7-10 ALL 86.8. . 106 0.1 2.6 
NGE: 7-10 BOYS 86.3. 11.4 0.1 2 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 86.8 9.9 0.0 3:3 
NGE: 11-14 ALL 86.8 ae 0.5 5.0 
NGE: 11-14 BOYS 86.4 7.3 0.4 5.9 
MGE: 11-14GIRLS 88.2 7.0 0.7 4.2 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 80.8 5.8 0.1 13.4 
NGE: 15-16 BOYS —- 80.8 ee 0.1 12.5 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 81.1 4.9 0.0 13.9 


ITE : ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
T IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


60 —— ; 

[SZ | 
| 

2 f 
e | 
= | 
= 30) r | 
32 | 

a | aT 
| 
| 


2006 2007 2009 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


a 
Ww 


5 


% Children 


Wn 


2006 2007 2009 


ae=—= 7-10 boyS === 7-10 girls tem 11-14 boys ——@=—= 11-14 girls 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Site eo. 200 7 8 OY 10 ike ca2 eas ie 15. 16: Total 


| 23.2 51.0 15.6 6.4 . 3.8 100 
Il Dade B28 50.2 194A: 539. ae 4.3 100 
Hl Ded 10-2 S11 1768 em 2.7 4.5 2.8 100 
IV 4.0 13.7 37.2, 27.0 79 VSS US, 4.4 100 
Vv 0.7 5:7. 39.3: GAD Sous! Ti. esa7) 5.3 4.0 100 
Vi 151 4:2 15:39 SiG 2618) (6.3; 289 5.0 100 
Vil 6.2 8.2 40.6 18.8 10.0 9.3 7.0 100 
Vill Did tS) 86.74 22.50 L123 - 10:3 s100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 77.5% (51.1 +17.8+8.6) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


- 2006-2009 
80;—— 
in School 06 = rs el 
ox 8 | 
in balwadi In LKG/ % = 3 ml | 
Se 5 50 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other Za Sao 
Y 30 
GE3 = 20.5 5.7 73.8 100 Ron 
10 
GES 33.9 22.6 43.6 100 0 jae oe _ 
2006 2007 201 
GE 5 9 13.4 59.0 8.7 0.1 1 Pe 100 MAge3 Aged 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been rei orded in 63.2 
G@E6 = 3.3 32 75.5 14.2 6.0 3.8 100 idanes 


SS eee 
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Facilitated 
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| | READING IN OWN LANGUAGE hes 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN wuo CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 Reading Test (2) 
Stop. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 9g 
Std Il Level Std | Level 
| oH 64.3 2232 6.4 3.4 100 
i O° 48.9. 607 13.4 6.5 100 Amolhasacycle. itissmall} —_| The lion lives in the jungle. | 
F ig wheel It runs very fast. 
TT 0.3 A? 35.60 ese 14.5 100 eee Os Whee v 
z and a bell. One day, while It eats meat. 
IV 0.1 3,4 14.5 40.9 41.1 100 it has sharp teeth. 
riding his cycle he fell down. 
V 0.0 0.9 9.3 30.6 59.2 100 : 
He saw that one wheel of his 
Vi 0.0 1 4.1 15.9 78.8 100 
cycle was broken. Amol 
Vil 0.1 1.4 3.6 7.8 87.2 100 anne’ home. His father 
Vill 0.0 0.8 ve J 6.2 90.3 100 fixed his cycle. Amol was 
TOTAL 0.8 15:3 23-0 a4; t 39.8 100 very happy. 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME a CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 Stop IV - Vil) 2006-2009 
= 
e 607 | 5 607 
xe) j — 
5 307 : = 50} 
ras. 1) 
| 3x 407 | T se 40F 
307 307 
207 207 
10+ ——— 10 — + + 
= ——_ @) T T _ T 
Std | Std Il Std ll Sta lV ee ea Ty Std V Std VI Std VII 
—t— 2006 —H2007 —@—2009 —— 2006 —— 2007 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 


TABLE 6: CLASS-wisE % 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLs) 2009 SE % CHILDREN WHO 


COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan read Can read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Srp. read capital small simple easy ai can read words, can read voc ware 4 ghee bo tio wesing hve 
capital letters letters words sentences "who can tell sentences, % who ee 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
a ot words of the sentences 
44.6 15.4 7.0 100 | 33.6 76.2 
il FEY § ; 
3. 26.3. beg 9.0 100 TT 30.5 69.5 
il 0.3 : 
3.1 118 579 269 100 U1 53.2 50.6 
IV 0.3 7 
3.9 34.4 59.8 100 IV 75.9 57.6 | 
Vv 0.3 0.7 bt 2353 73.8 100 V 81:8 67.1 What is your name? _ 
vi ia 0.1 1.0. 11.9 9 See" gon vl 82.6 74.3 : Satie 
Vil 0.3 0.9 0.6 6.2 92.0 100 VII a3 ae ‘ for I like to sing. 
Vill 0.8 0.3 0.3 4.2 94.5 100 Vill 78.4 — ‘ Lhave a sister. 
Toma ied.S 6.45143 29.4 48:4 400 TOTAL 53.0 ee Seven nmcewwemones [Stoneme eee 
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BLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


lt SCHOOLS) 2009 


<r 
TD. Nothing a ees Subtract Divide Total 
: 11-99 Number recognition 

2.5 31.7 52.7 11.1 2.0 100 = 

1.0 5.4 56.9 Si57 5.0 100 
0.3 1.3 18.2 64.8 15.5 100 
j 0.4 1.1 5.1 46.8 46.6 100 

3 0.6 = a 30.9 65.1 100 

: 0.1 0.7 0.9 a9.2 79.1 100 
i 0.0 0.3 1.4 8.9 89.5 100 
il] 0.0 0.9 1.0 7.8 90.3 100 
DTAL 0.7 6.7 21.8 29.5 41.3 100 
€ - Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who =o. fl 
do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtra 


ART.6: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME ; 
CHILDREN wHo CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (in Govt SCHOOLS in Stp IV - VII) 
N GOVT SCHOOLS im StD I - IV) 2007 anp 2009 were 2007 Anp 2009 


————— —- - = 80+ 
70;—— a : 707 

—_ = 7 

7 60;——+ ——— 4 5 60 

5 z 

—o—— — - i— = 50;— 

S O 

£ 40- = ee xe 40- 
30+ - 30; — 
20- ———_— - 20-———-_ --— - - ——— 
ft Oo+ — : —— — = —— 
sh sU 


Std Vv Std V Std V 


—H 2007 —@—-2009 —§-2007 —@—2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 Z 


par School ! i i IV Vv Vi Vill 
GovT 78 %.2 Geese sas) 13.1 108 17.9 
A Pyt. 37.1 405 48.6 54.6 50.1 55.4 34.3 43.3 
GovT 8. 8.3 10.9 13.3 10.1 14.9 8.9 18.6 


9 
09 “a 
PyT. 57.6 64.3 64.6 63.0 62.7 42.3 43.1 58.6 


OTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
ition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
Wild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
ymbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
lay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
id not require payment. 
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CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 . 


% Children 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD III wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007 AND 2009 


% Children 


| 2007 


2009 


H@ Boys ® Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % is 7 ye 4 
Education bathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 
: or more or more in English 
No Schooling 34.1 Sef: 69.1 87.7 92.2 10.8 
Stp I-V 17.9 4.1 76.8 90.5 92.9 12:3 
Sto VI-VIII 14.7 3.1 79.5 90.0 88.8 Pas bw f 
Stp IX-X 14.4 2.8 77.9 91.3 91.8 22:4 
ABOVE STD X 19.0 19 89.4 95.3 97.1 26.0 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can pe done with mothers 


and children. 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007 AND 2009 


% Children 
No W > 
=) coe oO 


ra 
Oo 


T 


2007 2009 


B Boys ® Girls 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school | 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 18 135 83 
Std I-VII/Vill : Primary + Upper Primary 24 105 77 
Total schools 42 240 160 


TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE pA 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 79.4 91.2 89.0 89.3 82.3 83.6 
% Schools with no teacher present 56 1. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schoois with all teachers present 50.0 77:0 63:2 54.2. 3910 362 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL XIE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


4 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIIl 
4 No facility Gil: 356.2. 24:4 4558 ZO? "3.0 
: Facility but water not available 5.6 11.0 5.1 16.7 13.1 5.3 
Available go3 52.8. 70.5 37.5 (G0. Bor 
No facility O8et) (55.2 (30:8: S232) 9-8 tics 
: Facility but toilet not usable 22.2 14.4 20.5 0.0 17.3 30.3 
Usable 16.7 30.5 48.7 47.8 42.9 57.9 
. mea ee 22.2 66.9 50.6 57.1 62.4 44.7 
Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
No of schools visited 69 57 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


88.4 56.1 


Toilet locked 1.4 8.8 
Toilet not usable 2.9 10.5 
Usable ree! 24.6 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


The oT ew Vala hy ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
% Enrolled children attending 

(average) 90.4 80.9 86.0 88.0 79.7 88.0 
% Schools with less than 50% 

enrolled children attending O10) 7.0) 010 0.0 tate ea 


% Schools with 75% or more 


enrolled children attending «100-0 71.1 88.9 87.5 73.5 94.7 


ie ere eilcl mae 51-3 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 
Std Il class sitting with 

another class 40.0 60.5 2.0 At id 
Std IV class sitting with 

another class 41.5 50.6 23.7 40.9 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash 76 54.0 46.1 67 5502) 44.8 
esate | of ney 73: 27:4. 72.6: 678 ee Oe 
Gi ee of boundary 7h Re es Rai Bene 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary scns 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant teacher 


: SCHOOL GRANTS | 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


T No. of Don’t No. of Don’t 
Te ee schs = ig know — schs bes sd know 


18 Si4 98 


ABLE 17: 
%s PRIMARY 


New classroom Seiaee+/2.0 4.8 51 
Maintenance grant 77 67.5 20.8 11.7 54 37.0 37.0 25.9 
Development grant 76 63.2 22.4 14.5 55 30.9 38.2 30.9 
feacher grant We ee ae 14.5 51 41.2 314 27.5 
TLM grant) E 


grant 
me. 00./ 30.8 3/ 


Other grants 39 aif) Gdiw 35y1 


OTE : No grant information was available for 7 schools out of 83 primary schools that 
ere visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
yailable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


ER 2009 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 

% UPPER PRIMARY Std I-VII/VIIl Std 1-ViI/Vill 

SCHOOLS RECEIVING 

DIFFERENT GRANTS No. of Yes No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 

New classroom Gi esg.o 50. 745. Ga” “15.0. OGr0 | aa.o 


Maintenance grant 70 58.6 20.0 21.4 66 43.9 22.7 33.3 
Development grant 70 58.6 18.6 22.9 63 41.3 20.6 38.1 


Teacher grant SOM HO! 15.9 13.0 61° 52.5 93,0 [20.6 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants prem 64:9 32.4 35 2.9° Bren 80.0 
Note : No grant information was available for 4 schools out of 77 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 

77 
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Table 19: OR OuT OF | PRIVATE TUITION MOTHER? Stp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children %Children %Mothers % Children 
(Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std 


% Children 


(Age 3-4) 

Districts in 
anganwadi 

or 
pre-school 

: z 
Dibang Valley tg 
East Kameng 37.6 
East Siang ra Be 
Lohit 57.4 
Tawang* 

Tirap 2Snf 
Upper Siang 795 


Upper Subansiri* 
Total 40.6 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 


% Children 


out 
of 


school 


0.9 
1.6 
0.4 
o Bs 
Bid 
0.2 
0:5 


3.4 


(Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) 
in IV-VIIN) who who 
private attending CANREAD CAN READ 
school tuition letters, 

classes words or 

more 

8.9 APShS! 95.0 100.0 
Scr eS TODS 90.2 
1537 23.4 94.6 99.5 
14.3 25.4 61.9 97.0 
12.0 48.6 36.1 95:5 
9.8 5.8 70.4 99.8 
4.9 2A 6257 99.4 
10.1 A by eH 56.1 97.8 


Stp Ill-V :-LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Std I-11) (Std I-11) (Std III-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 
who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 

RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 

1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
or more ENGLISH or more 
100.0 100.0 95.6 98.9 192 
94.2 94.9 40.3 66.8 13.9 
98.6 97.1 75.8 87.9 43.9 
97.0 82.0 80.5 89.7 57 3 
93.5 96.7 40.6 87.6 46.9 
100.0 99.8 78.1 96.2 62.3 
100.0 99.4 78.9 87.7 47.6 
98.2 95.4 75.5 89.8 53.2 


G4 F 
ide ty A ; 
TAY obey 


i eouw ff 


ite A 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 22 OUT OF 23 DISTRICTS 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME . 

SCHOOLS 2009 me % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other ec ete 5G : 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 77.9 14.5 3.4 4.3 100 | | | 

AGE: 7-16 ALL 75,3 14.3 = Fat 100 | 154 + + | 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 80.6 = 14.5 2.7 2.2 100 bere | | | 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 78.8 16.0 3.0 2 A 100 5 | | | 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS ae 12:5 2.6 2.1 100 o | 

AGE: 11-14 ALL 73.6 14.6 4.2 7.6 100 ; 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS SS ie 4.1 8.6 100 oe 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 74.3 14.6 4.6 6.4 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 63.8 13.3 2.9 20.0 100 O- 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS. 62.5 11.4 2.4 ash, 100 ae ae bs Maes 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 65.6 15.4 3.2 15.8 100 eee TSS ote aa et 


OTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
OT iN scHoow’” = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


% —— AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006- 2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Siti. > feels 8 9 10 Dh Az Se. es 16 Total 


60 
l 23.4 43.5 21.7 7.6 3.8 100 
507 
il 1.7 13.1 39.9 304 8.0 4.3 2.6 100 
40 
S HT 3.2 11.1 41.4 26.7 11.3 2.0 4.2 100 
= 307 IV 4.1 11.1 28.1 40.2 64 5.8 4.3 100 
E 20: V 4 3.4 8.0 35.1 28414.0 5.1 3.9 100 
Vi 4.0 11.0 21.3 44.9 11.3 4.6 3.0 100 
10— 
Vil 4.6 6.3 32.6 36.1 14.2 4.8 1.4 100 
F 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 3.8 9.4 29.4 41.9 11.1 4.4 100 
How to read the table: In Std Ill, 79.4% (41.4+26.7+11.3) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 
TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
70+ - 
In School 4 = - 
Sc = | 
In balwadi In LKG/ fos = a 
or - > - - 
‘ UKG 8) h = ce Y 404 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. ther 6 £40 
= 30+ 
GE 3 64.9 4.1 31.1 100 = 204 
10 
GE4 70.3 8.1 21.7 100 ; 
GE 5 35.3 7.6 38.3 9.3 pe, 8.0 100 Age3 mAged 
\f the 1] ¢ | ] f 
GE 6 8.1 was 7 | $213 2.8 3.4 100 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4; CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHoots) 2009 


‘ Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Sp 2 Text) Total 


I 32.8 44.2 16.1 4.8 pa 100 
ll 12.2 34,3 31.8 413.7 8.0 100 
tl 5.6 19°35 310 24.9 18.4 100 
IV 2.9 11.8 23.8 29.7 S157 100 
Vv 2.9 7.0 18.1 A 40.8 100 
Vi ek 4.0 13.4 meee 58,9) >) 200 
Vil £¢a 3.6 9.2 19.3 66.7 100 
Vill 0.6 ra | 4.7 14.0 77.8 100 
TOTAL Ba 18.4 19.5 19.4 33.6.6) 200 


NOTE: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


1007 _ = a a a 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 
ae 


== 


Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV 
—e— 2006 —m—2007 —w— 2008 —g— 2009 


READING TOOL 


omy - > 


ASTI FY 


Std | Level 


Std II Level 


CONT APTS Wray Fy cues Ta Ge 
qq tipater wires ferfreter wrernca 
arora | Fz ut concer aipeter ay 
fr cuferdterce ca! cHRaICE COTA 


Bra bt Sere Sferatcer! ferafiara 
rat FH ora ere cafereter efacer| 
caer aicorca fr gga ofpater wire 
forfireter Prec | Sura wers wbitacr 
qqca zt was Heat PEAR sicer| 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 


Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


1007- | ) 7 


% Children 
Ww 
= 


Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—e— 2006 —— 2007 te 2008 = age 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS vy, 
: -WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoois) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can read Can readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
ncn read capital small simple easy St can read words, can read ae a 
capital letters letters words sentences >* % who can tell sentences, % who — z 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
| 64. 
0 21.9 Fav 4.8 iter) 100 | 68.1 65.1 
ll 40.9 30.6 14.9 9.7 3.9 100 Il 67.0 igsye) 
ill a3.7 : 
25.4 20.9 2257 [3 100 ill 64.1 76.4 
:. a - OR, RT In 
| 9 - 20.9): Faeaen Adz 400 IV 61.4 80.4 . 
7 = a: hot What is the time? 
3 35 t7.0 36.6 25:6 100 V 64.6 Tee 
. i This is a red ball. 
3 3 et 3552 aT 100 Vi LOST 74.8 
Vil 2.7 6.5 foe | 256 53:3. 100 Vil 68.5 74.0 en 
Vill 1.6 4.4 4.8 21.9 67.4 100 Vill 72.9 78.6 I have a father. 
TOTAL 23.2 17.5 132600 22.8 23.0 100 TOTAL 66.4 75.9 
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[ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
Ait ScHOOLsS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


stp. Nothing 1 jas Subtract Divide Total SES —— 
‘9 ‘00 
: "7. 48702176 2.8 1.1 100 Sul walle we eee | ews 
1 ii 348 8 8©=«410 10.6 2.5 100 SGU . Sana 
u 55 204 398 26.7 7.5 100 
v i 28 - 293 40.0 15.0 100 
/ 2.5 rt. 366 39.6 23. 100 
f 1.4 49 16.7 42.5 34.5 100 
fl 1.4 ea 959 37.9 44.5 100 
fill 0.9 34 7.9 31.7 56.1 100 


dee he ee 4 ee be creer dae © ot eth 6 ee te Corre 


HART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
> CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto i 
iN GOVT SCHOOLS Im Srp I - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD IV - vin 


2007-2009 


CG ———— ~— = 5 sta =i 
90 90 
2 on 
60 =F q 0 
7¢ a — - 70 
J 
- pe F 
= 60 = 5 60 
— — 
oc =) 
ee = mi 
=| >» | 7 i — 
os Y 
e a | a a 
£ 40 - ; & 40 


td iil , td V Std VI Std VI 
—f- 2007 —#— 2008 —@— 2009 —f- 2007 —k— 2008 —@— 2009 


n 
Y) 
e 
oO 
YW) 


TABLE &: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN RITE MS TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


fear School I i itt iV Vv Vi Vil vin 


Govr 78 114 15.5 17.2 20.6 26.0 28.2 33./ 
aid Pur 163 300 32.2 31.0 240 24.4 29.3 38.7 
Govr 11.0 12.9 13.8 19.0 20.7 23.0 2146 29.4 
aig Pvr. 24.2 29.0 31.2 40.5 30.7 27.8 30.3 27.9 


JOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
Uition. in both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
hild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
wumbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
nay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else tha 
fid not require payment. 
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TRENDS OVER TIME 


LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD IIl WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


| 


0+ = —t = a 0 ii T —- = 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 
—O—Govt —@—Pvt —@— Govt —@— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD III WHO CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 ae 10 Tae 2009 2007 i 2009 
HBoys ® Girls B Boys ® Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % bee Ry Spe Fes ie 

Efucation Patliors Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdlll-V) who (Std Ill- -V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-Vill) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1 (Std1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 26.7 6.8 48.6 37.6 34.7 12.3 
Stp |-V 18.3 4.3 52.5 44.9 39.8 2158 
Stop VI-Vill £5./ 1.4 58.9 50.4 47.8 2366 
Stp IX-X 26.4 13 72.9 65.4 55.3 30.5 
ABOVE STD X 12.9 0.2 78.1 72.6 65.8 40.5 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


fype of school 2005 2007 2009 

Std I-IV/V : Primary 722) S13 eae 

std I-ViI/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 1 35 40 

fotal schools 123 548 561 

FABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PLUE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-VIl/Vil 

% Teachers attending (average) 90.5 88.3 87.9 85.4 84.2 
fe Schools with no teacher present 99 gO6 1.1 0.0 0.0 

fo Schools with all teachers present g9 9 79.5 70.3 53.8 48.6 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


4 
i 


UPN Ee SERS TE) th ee vat yam 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
71.0 71.2 70.6 87.6 72.6 66.1 
1265 53.8 125 00 823474 


51.3 48.1 48.9100.0 47.1 41.0 


a7\:18 my hae lct-7.\1) aa e-\-5-43-am 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VHl 
59.0, 55.8 36.7 54.1 
33.3 49.0 37.5 48.5 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN ScHooL FADE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: — Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
_ No facility 28.9 17.6 20.3100.0 6.1 12.8 
Facility but water not available 12.4 17.8 14.5 0.0 12.1 12.8 
Available 58.7 64.5 65.2 0.0 81.8 74.4 
No facility 66.7 40.6 27.8 0.0 24.1 25.6 
g Facility but toilet not usable 5.8 17.1 28.0 0.6 24.1 30.8 
Usable 27.5 42.3 44.3100.0 51.7 43.6 
oped - ig pceeleaba es 37.4 92.2 69.9100.0 90.9 79.0 
No of schools visited 447 36 
cate tomers no separate provision 60.2 66.7 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 
Toilet locked 6.7 8.3 
Toilet not usable 11.9 8.3 
Usable 21.3 16.7 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIl 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash 484 53.5 46.5 5% 54,6: 24525 

Construction of new 

classroom 484 306 69.4 35 20.0 80.0 

Construction of boundary Pee ee 944. 35 5.6). ubhe 


wall 


ASER survey was Carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday ora 
Monday. 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant tonther 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
allt ia Pacshogiee! Std I-VII/VII Std 1-VII/VIII 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Yo PRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of Don’t No. of Don’t 
DIFFERENT GRANTS “ae Yes No caw ochs Yes No enly ds 
New classroom 442 33.5 62.7 3.9 352 19.0 75.9 5.1 


Maintenance grant 438 78.8 16.7 4.6 361 66.5 28.5 5.0 
Development grant 409 61.9 33.0 5.1 344 53.8 40.4 5.8 


Teacher grant 437 86.7 10.1 3.2 349 75.4 21.2 3.4 
(TLM grant) 
Other grants 184 10.9 83.7 54 162 7.4 85.8 6.8 


jOTE < No grant information was available for 30 schools out of 521 primary schools that 
fere visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
vailable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore. the above table 
s based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


SER 2009 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS gr Of Yes 
> scns 


No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 
know schs know 


New classroom Se ge teaee 2.9 23 30.4 60.9 Si 


Maintenance grant 33 72.7 24.2 3.0 22 63.6 36.4 0.0 


Development grant 28 60.7 35.7 3.6 21 52.4 47.6 0.0 


Teacher grant 34 941 5.9 0.0 26 76.9 23.1 0.0 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 11 45.5 546 0.0 8 7.5 50.0 12.5 
Note : No grant information was available for 1 schools out of 40 upper primary si hools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was avaiable for at least one indicator 
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— 
Table 19: Out OF | PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS’ Srp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS 
Ba sbi SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 
% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Child 
sage 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age:6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-II) (Std I-ll) (Std I-li) == (Std IN-V) = (Std II-V) 


Districts out in IV-VIID who who who CAN who CAN who who 
Ss of private attending CANREAD CAN READ’ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO y 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION - sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
Barpeta* 54.5 Ss PO 31.0 |. 66.4 2) Sage ess 50.7 57.6 51.1 8.0 
Bongaigaon 64.3 4.5 12.8 29.0 77.4 81.1 90.0 45.8 65.7 84.4 13.6 @ 
Cachar 85.2 17 9.9 43.5 80.0 79.8 82.2 = Ay 37.7 42.5 6.0 
Darrang 60.3 43 Tei 19.9 77.9 60.5 61.5 48.6 54.1 42.3 24.4 
Dhemaji 67.4 2.5 21.5 13.0 89.3 65.5 61.9 33.9 40.6 23.0 8.4 
Dhubri 72.5 7.8 sd 35.4 59.2 73.0 75.9 41.9 50.7 40.1 14.8 j 
Dibrugarh 72.4 1.7 23.8 30.2 76.6 86.1 82.8 53.9 70.4 61.1 23.9 
Goalpara 63.7 5.7 17.4 13.8 53.9 T7t 77.7 40.5 60.1 50.9 24.0 4 
Golaghat 82.3 4.4 12.4 14.6 80.4 79.2 77.4 61.5 76.1 50.7 19.6 
Hailakandi 14.7 2.7 6.2 21.7 57.9 67.1 64.8 20.0 48.9 46.7 9.0 
Jorhat 80.4 ee 9.8 27.0 88.9 82.6 81.5 52.8 78.5 61.7 28.2 
Kamrup 81.9 3.0 15.1 22.3 73.0 t3-8 82.7 §1:0 68.9 62.1 17.8 P| 
Karbi Anglong 43.1 3.4 24.1 12.5 70.9 73.0 73.8 67.4 36.9 32.6 30.8 
Karimganj 82.0 4.6 8.2 33.9 67.5 83.9 88.1 56.8 33xe 44.9 7.9 4 
Kokrajhar 63.1 SZ 24.5 12.1 64.0 73.6 79.9 43.7 69.8 52.5 10.9 
Lakhimpur 88.9 3.2 10.6 $62) 74S 65.0 69.9 36.8 50.5 46.3 11.6 @ 
Marigaon 72.1 5.9 4.8 13.3 84.0 73.6 ao Sasa 50.9 35.3 6.2 
Nagaon 92.5 2S 8.0 20.1 69.8 76.8 76.4 ce 4 70.6 58.2 10.0 
Nalbari 72.7 18.8 24.3 80.5 83.0 84.0 66.5 68.8 66.2 33.7 
Sibsagar 77.0 6.4 18.4 28.5 77.8 90.5 94.0 56.4 82.6 64.9 23.9 
Sonitpur 84.3 59 21.9 29:9 62.4 £537, 78.9 42.7 53.9 40.5 11.0 
Tinsukia 64.7 93 21.9 5.5 86.8 79.6 82.5 51.8 59.5 52.9 15.1 
Total 73.8 4.3 14.5 23.3 72.6 76.5 78.7 46.5 58.4 50.4 14.8 


r 


| > | a Jae = 
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LL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 37 OUT OF 37 DISTRICTS 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Hot tn 
School 
SE: 6 -14 ALL 89.0 5.0 2.1 4.0 100 
GE: 7-16 ALL (88.1 4.6 2.0 5.4 100 
GE: 7-10 ALL 89.2 5.3 2.2 3.3 100 
GE: 7-10 BOYS 89.0 5.9 2.1 3.0 100 
GE: 7-10 GIRLS 89.6 4.5 3 3.7 100 
GE: 11-14 ALL 89.0 4.0 1.7 5.3 100 
GE: 11-14 BOYS 89.1 4.5 1.5 4.8 100 
GE: 11-14 GIRLS 88.9 3.2 1.9 6.0 100 
GE: 15-16 ALL 80.6 3.3 1.7 14.4 100 
GE: 15-16 BOYS 31.8 2.8 1.4 14.0 100 
GE: 15-16 GIRLS 78.8 4.3 sb 14.7 100 
TE: ‘otuee’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 


ped out + never enrolled. 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


> CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


» Children 


me 7-10 DOYS mg 7-10 ZirS meg 11-14 DOYS meg 11-14 girls 


ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
{FFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Se. 5 6 7:8 See at 2D Pee eee 


| 184 44.0 170 12.9 7.7 100 
Il 38 13.7 249 33.1 7.9 106 6.0 100 
i 5.7 10.4 30.5190 194 45 67 3.9 100 
IV 18 3.4 15.4 16.2 33.7 8.0 13.7 7.9 100 
Vv i8 64 7.3 315 158215 70 4.5 4.4 100 
Vi 5.7 18.1 144344 115 9.5 43 2.4 100 
Vil 8.9 7.3 33.0 205180 84 4.0 100 
vill 6.3 18.2 21.0 27.46 164 104 100 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


2006-2009 


In School 
in batwadi in LKG/ 


Not going 
anywhere 
Total 


anganwadi Govt Pyt Other 


se 3 60.2 4.0 35.8 


94 665.8 6.0 28.3 100 


eerie 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total aeeem 
43.0 38.8 £1:2 3.8 99s 400 aml 
il 14.1 35.6 29.5 12.2 8.6 100 
tI 6.1 20.4 29.8 23.8 19.9 100 
IV 30 10.4 19.9 26.9 39.8 100 
V 23 6.4 722 23.1 LY Ay ame 8) 
vl 2 4.0 6.4 16.4 71.9 100 nite a See aie 
vil 1.5 2.5 4.1 9.2 82.7. 100 aedt Bah) Jaen Sx aR 
Vill 0.6 1.5 2.5 7.5 87,9'+4 100 ar at | ata wh a B fea 
TOTAL: (hte, 18.5 16.4 15.6 37.8 100 Ta | YAS sie Ae ue 


Qn WU Fal 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME | 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop Il LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


90 1 T 
80 | | " 
| 
70 | — 4 
60 | | t T 


% Children 
% Children 


Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 


Std | Std II 
——O— 2006 —— 2007 te 2008 9 = 2009 —e— 2006 —— 2007 —w— 2008 —g— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO _- 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who Beenie TEST Semele {1) 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy. STp can read words, can read 
capital letters letters words sentences *  % who can tell sentences, % who 
letters -Mmeaning of the can tell meaning 
| er: ; words of the sentences 
: 9.7 8.3 3.9 1.6 100 I 62.8 69.4 
ll ; 
36.9 31.4 16.9 14 SRS 100 ll 66.9 73.6 
ill 20.4 26.2 22.0 23.4 8.0 100 il 65.8 Toxo ie ee ess 
Vi Saas “agin Sy. ; | | 
: ; 3. 328° 247 Sata ae IV 67.6 79.9 ‘ What is your name? | 
Me P1905) 16.9 327. 31 | | 
- - _ si,5 100 Vv Liz 19.9 | This is a small bag. 
on-d 31.1. 46.00 ee 7 733 82.6 ek 
ike to read. 
Vil Re: 4.7 ifs 23.8 60.7 100 Vil 80.0 86.0 
Ih . 
vill 2.0 354 a2 49.1 Foe Ree vill 80.3 87.8 Bier 
TOTAL 23.9 L767 14.5 20.8 23.2 — 100 TOTAL 71.0 83.1 sermon ena 
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Gcilitated by PRATHAM 


TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN wHo CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(At SCHOOLS) 2009 


me Nothing a = hail Subtract Divide Total ———————- _ RR 

l 41.0 38.1 14.0 4.9 ya | 100 

i 14.0 FeO 33.7 1a. 6.4 100 

iil 5.9 192 29.4 Fb 16.2 100 

W ie hee 18.5 35.0 Re 100 

Vv Fg 5.8 10.8 29.1 D2ek 100 

Vi 1.8 3.7 7.4 192 67.9 100 

Vil pA PBs, 4.8 13.1 78.5 100 

Vill 0.7 5 AY { ioe. oA S5.5 100 | 11 

TOTAL i%.3 1F5 a7s2 19.6 34.4 100 

VOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who ac ee eaenes =e 7 fot | 
BS PE one ES | 


-an do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 3 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto IV - VII) 
2007-2009 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


100 a 


% Children 
% Children 


207 20 T is — 7 
O- =: | Fa =] Or ee + a 1 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——- 2007 ae 2008 )3=— —@— 2009 


—§ 2007 —w— 2008 9 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School | 
Govt 23.9 31.5 37.9 39.9 42.3 44.2 51.6 54.8 
Pvt. 53.3 56.5 64.1 65.1 66.6 67.2 70.3 65.8 
Govr 32.9 36:5 43.4 474 51.2 56.5 55.9 61.0 
Pvt. 53.2 62.9 68.7 65.8 68.5 73.4 73.3 66.4 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN Stp V wHo CAN DO DIVISION, 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN Stp II] wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


80 
70+ 3 Se, a 
5 60+ * t © 
te is} 
O | O 
se 405 T = 3 
30+ +— i—— 304 
204 T “ + 20+ 
10+ ip 10+ 
O-+ t t 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2008 


—@—Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 
mw Boys a Girls 


2009 2008 


@ Boys «@ Girls 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 
Fathers’ % % Bye % Ps sy 
Education Pathere Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdlll-V) who (Std II-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-Vill) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 
or more or more in English 
No Schooling 40.3 fol 54.8 57.6 38.8 45:2 
Stp |-V 12°53 4.5 60.9 61.2 42.8 54.3 
Stop VI-VIII £35 pag 63.8 66.9 50.1 58.1 
Stp IX-X ZAce 25 6727) 68.8 53.2 60.8 
ABOVE STD X 12.8 1.8 76.2 75:5 63.8 62.3 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ educ 


and children. 


ation. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V: Primary 321 481 358 
Std I-ViI/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 251 491 602 
Total schools ne 9i2 960 


a7 N:18 ae Ses Cala vad) 1 (4m 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vi/VIll 


% Teachers attending (average) 79.8 85.7 81.7 75.3 85.8 82.7 
% Schools with no teacher present 54 0.7 0.9 1.3 0.4 04 


% Schools with all teachers present 54.4 57.5 50.2 29.2 47.1 40.7 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
> No facility 21:0! E7vi See aa | 7.5. = 5.0 
S Facility but water not available 14.4 11.7 7.5 18.1 7.5 6.7 
Available 64.6: 71.2) 76.3) 71.9; 84.9 88.3 
No facility 64.0. 35:8) Soeur Bs. AF s1 14.1 
Z Facility but toilet not usable 14.6 17.0 41.1 31.9 21.2 43.9 
Usable 21.3: 47.20 Zach, hae G7, 42.0 
peed diame tee otis 38.4 64.8 54.0 40.2 66.0 60.3 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 m Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 


No of schools visited 270 478 
ts timeets. no separate provision 62.2 414 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 
Toilet locked 9.3 d2.8. 
Toilet not usable 16.7 DEN 8: 
Usable 11.9 22.6 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


UN: Ee GR a ww vidya 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 52.9 59.0 57,4 152.5 56.6 57.6 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


39.3) Siete 335775 42.6 - 54,7, 30.0 


LL .7) Zine Gh aks hes Oe 5.7 


a7: ] 8 ae hee LU matchy-\1) ae \-+-43-9m 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std !-VII/VIll 
Std Il class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

another class 65.8 65.4 B22.) 52.0 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HIV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 
Construction No.of %schoois No.of %Sschools 
schs Yes No schs_ Yes “Fe 
Whitewash 320° --63:4. °36,67 Soho 780; 22.0 
Cone 317 30.3 69.7. 540 41.3 58.7 
entrances Gihoundary 453° 29:6 FED) eee | 977 623 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 

done either on a Saturday ora TL rant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


: SCHOOL GRANTS | 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
guaas mci ahd Std HIV/V 

purenenr eats UI a te a 
New classroom 311 21.9 60.1 18.0 259 11.2 66.0 22.8 


Maintenance grant 309 63.8 19.4 16.8 258 33.7 43.0 23.3 
Development grant 295 64.8 18.3 17.0 255 33.7 41.6 24./ 


Teacher grant ; 6.7 41.7 21.6 
(TLM grant) 306 68.6 16.0 15.4 259 3 
Other grants 153 17.0 56.2 26.8 123 11.4 54.5 34.2 


Note : No grant information was available for 58 schools out of 358 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std I-VII/VIlI Std I-Vil/VIll 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [OMe No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know schs know 


New classroom 527. 34.0 52.4 137 Agee ahd S97 19.1 
Maintenance grant 522 72.6 13.4 14.0 415 38.8 41.9 19.3 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


Development grant 509 74.5 11.8 13.8 399 42.4 39.1 18.6 


Teacher grant 509 75.4 13.8 10.8 390 42.1 40.8 17.2 

(TLM grant) : ' ; : : 

Other grants 259 30.1 52.5 17.4 220 20.5 59.1 20.5 
Note : No grant information was available for 83 schools out of 602 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


Annug | Status of Educatic 
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| PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS | 
et oR GUO) eee SusTION RA TNERS Stp I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS Stop Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
wats SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


° 9, hild 
“% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children %C 4 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std 1-1) (Std I-11) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) 


Districts in out in IV-Vitl) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN | 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
z more or more ENGLISH or more ‘ 
Araria 77.6 4.9 3.0 63.0 36.7 71.1 68.5 39.2 ERS | 54.8 10.2 
Aurangabad 53.4 30) 8.0 22.8 52.9 71.9 11 53.4 76.0 73.8 25.4 : 
Banka 78.5 4.5 4.9 i Mee 573 68.1 58.4 33a 41.5 46.7 10.7 
Begusarai 54.8 3.9 6.2 58.0 39.0 70.5 77.4 48.4 63.5 69.6 25.8 9 
Bhagalpur 65.9 5.0 2.4 59.5 41.3 67.1 68.8 53.9 64.6 67.3 21.3 
Bhojpur 70.5 5 MP 6.9 5332 54.1 91.9 91.0 Task 74.0 77.0 27.9 j 
Buxar 69.8 2.6 4.3 50.0 41.4 79.3 76.1 56.0 66.9 60.7 14.9 
Darbhanga 59.3 8.6 3.6 ifee 54.6 86.8 84.5 724 73.9 74.7 30.3 j 
Gaya 53.2 4.5 4.0 26.1 68.4 76.3 tt 56.3 68.7 67.8 30.6 
Gopalganj 69.8 1.4 oF i 58.2 45.3 84.2 89.9 69.7 75.3 79.8 35.7 a 
Jamui 37.6 1 1.8 41.4 14.5 62.0 of a 63.0 63.0 22.3 
Jehanabad 93.5 2.6 ae 44.8 53.6 80.8 82.6 51.9 65.5 63.0 20.7 | 
Kaimur(Bhabua) 98.0 0.6 1.4 29.6 55.2 89.1 90.7 62.7 79.3 74.5 17.7 
Katihar 92.0 2 0.3 49.0 43.0 139 73.4 44.1 54.6 60.0 11.3 ! 
Khagaria 93.0 2.6 1.9 42.5 47.4 85.5 85.7 57.8 76.7 133 31.4 
Kishanganj 22.1 11.2 7.2 42.5 20.9 72.5 77.8 46.7 56.6 53.0 7.3 
Lakhisarai 60.5 4.3 sp 52.4 46.1 66.1 13.0 saa 58.2 rie ES | 13 
Madhepura 53.8 7A 2.4 64.7 47.4 54.5 59.3 30.7 51.3 57.2 17.6 
Madhubani 71.3 St 1.4 72.2 32:9 69.5 69.3 40.0 69.4 70.2 16.4 
Munger Fp sf 2.6 7.8 48.8 44.8 63.7 64.8 40.1 61.4 65.0 22.3 
Muzaffarpur 80.6 1.2 1.5 61.5 $27. 59.8 62.1 37.0 52.9 51.8 8.0 
Nalanda 80.0 2.8 14.1 64.7 68.2 67.0 70.3 45.2 -Ai<9 73.2 20.5 
Nawada 55.9 10.5 7.2 56.2 352 63.9 70.1 41.3 61.5 62.2 21.6 
Pashchim Champaran 68.2 2 OY 8.7 24.1 16.1 67.0 74.8 45.9 58.2 69.5 16.3 
Patna 58.5 4.5 11.4 54.6 43.3 73.0 76.2 55.2 62.0 61.1 27.4 
Purba Champaran 62.9 3.2 4.2 56.4 44.5 60.3 59.8 37.3 42.2 40.8 9.3 
Purnia 69.2 7.4 sd d 52.6 18.8 77.5 77.8 55 59.9 60.7 10.8 
Rohtas 753 154 10.1 45.3 55.6 94.3 92.8 713 Y fe 66.7 14.1 
Saharsa 53.6 3.3 1.3 64.9 36.5 13:3 69.9 47.4 53.1 66.9 13 
Samastipur 59.1 5 6.3 62.3 29.9 60.3 60.1 oe a 50.9 52.3 13.4988 
see 89.8 1.8 9,3 52.6 38.4 70.6 74.0 47.2 76.7 81.4 22.8 
= a a 
er ~ = - — _ 63.8 62.9 38.3 57.8 62.9 15.6 
ae >a 5 — —~ — 74.5 71.0 53.4 63.1 te Re 13.8 
Sui ae = Zo a — 53.4 56.2 32.2 $3.2 48.6 9.2 
so aa = = — — 70.9 71.9 45.3 74.0 80.7 235 
Total 67.9 4.0 < 25 oe aa so ~— —— a a 
as . . 71.0 72.2 47.8 62.1 63.7 18.2 
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LL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 15 OUT OF 16 DISTRICTS 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


ABLE 1: % CHILDREN. IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF 


% Out of 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


HOOLS 2009 


school 


mee Total 
Not in 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other School a 
GE: 6 -14 ALL 87.0 9.4 0.2 a3 
GE: 7-16 ALL . 85.3 8.5 0.2 6.0 100 15 
GE: 7-10 ALL 87.6 9.7 0.3 fe 100 > 
GE: 7-10 BOYS 87.1 10.4 0.2 2.3 100 S101 
GE: 7-10 GIRLS 88.1 9.1 0.3 2.5 100 = 
GE: 11-14 ALL 87.4 7.7 0.1 4.7 100 
GE: 11-14 BOYS 87.1 8.4 0.2 4.3 100 - : | 
GE: 11-14 GIRLS 88.2 6.9 0.1 4.9 100 
Ge: 15-16 ALL 75.0 rh 0.2 tf le 100 O- 
GE: 15-16 BOYS ~- 74.0 ref 0.3 18.0 100 cobs oe rt snd 
ce: 15-16 GIRLS 76.6 6.9 0.2 16.3 100 ett 2020 TS eo 
fe: ‘otuer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
in scHoo’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


> CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


Se 7 68 «67 C—CUS8lCD. ADL AE eee es a6 2 16 ee 


607 — 
17.2 56.8 18.6 7.4 100 
507 -—-— 
I 1.7 9.3 44.5 35.6 5.2 3.8 100 
4C + +—— 
“tad | ill 17 61389411 7.8 4.5 100 
5 307 — it. | &t- IV 1.8 7.7 33.8 43.2 6.5 3.9 3.0 100 
20+ — ot ee Vv 1.9 3.9 37.3 38.010.6 4.1 4.2 100 
vi 1.8 5.9 24.548.7 10.3 6.2 2.6 100 
10+ —_;—— — 
ee Be Vil 2.7 4.7 26.1 42.2 14.7 6.6 3.1 100 
or —EE S icra — 7 —— 
2006 2007 2008 2009 7 Vill 2.9 6.1 23.7 45.2 12.9 9.1 100 
. How to read the table: In Std Ill, 87.8% (38.9+41.1+7.8) children are in age group 8 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND ; CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
IFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
| 2006-2009 
in School we @ | 
Se = 60 
In balwadi in LKG/ as s 
or _~ > as 
. UKG h Ser zy 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other % £4 
ED 83.4 3.1 13.5 00 : i a 
k4 82.5 8.7. 8.9 100 | | 
| 47.6 5.2 30.9 9.3 0.5 6.6 0 a = Age 
EG 7.0 0.2 Tho Pe 14.2 0.3 2.4 100 ‘ 


CHHATTISGARH ura 
Boe nee SE ln 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHOooLs) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 


Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (STD 2 Text) Total Rees 

| 14.9 62.3 16.4 4.0 2.4 100 aa fact & ate fee 

ll 4.3 36.1 37:9 15.4 6.2 100 fi ata a ah are wer 

lil g3 14.1 3231 35.9 16.6 100 arn az wart en! waht ake 
0.8 6.4 16.0 37.0 39.8 100 H vary H We ea we AI 

V 0.3 3.0 9.4 22.5 64.9 100 sae we fea ae wa 
0.3 Dkk aol 14.6 78.0 100 

Vil 0.2 pie 3.0 10.2 85.0 100 

Vill 0.2 1.3 2.4 7.0 89.1 100 

TOTAL 3.0 16.9 15.7 18.9 45.5 100 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II! LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Sto IV - VII) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS . 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
ao 

% Children 


30 | 
20+ 
10+ 
0+ : — — 
Std | Std II Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—*— 2006 —i2007 —w—2008 —e—2009 —t— 2006 —l—2007 —t—2008 —@—2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. read capital small simple easy ee can read words, can read 
capital letters letters words sentences ‘ % who can tell sentences, % who 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
; ees 3 words of the sentences 
6.4 ee a 15-9 100 | 41.7 76.4 
ll : 
24d = 46.7 | “997s ares 1.6 100 ll 34.4 70.4 
ill 12:8. 38/1.) 39775 epee 3.9 100 UI 36.3 60.3 
IV ; 
pis: 27,3." 30s7 5" eee 6.9 100 IV 48.6 64.0 | 
V gio, 22.5 22 Oe Paegen eo 2 tHG V 59.2 73.7 | What is your name? | 
vi Be \ 10.6: 15.7" (oes baa-16. 195 vi sie ae ; | This is a big bus. 
= : I like to sing. 
vil eat. 78.) 12.94 "ate azo) | 406 vil 67.5 83.7 ~ a 
Vill 1.4 55S 8.1 231 Soe 100 Vill 64.6 83.5 Ihave a sister 
fore tse) 25.3" 18.9 2759 ' "49.8 1090 TOTAL 55.3 78.8 Seance 7temont etme mim on ey mg fe 
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\BLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
LL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers —s_— 


rp. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide Total 
14.8 63.6 17.7 2.4 1.5 100 

4.3 36.5 43.8 11.9 3.5 100 

) 5 A 16.1 40.0 32.2 10.8 100 
0.6 7.5 21.8 45.1 25.0 100 
0.5 3.7 12.3 31.5 52.0 100 

0.7 2.3 9.4 28.2 59.4 100 
1 0.1 te 6.3 22.9 69.1 100 
HI 0.3 2.1 5.3 16.5 75.8 100 
ITAL 3.1 17.8 19.9 24.1 35.2 100 


E : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


ART-6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 


GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stp | - IV) 2007-2009 


MATH TEST /7f0Id SAMPLE(2 


74 
- 56 


47 
- 29 


41 
ap 


36 
-18 


da gd. frri « 4 aA ef afte [ata ge. 1 fort 4 aA er mie) 
| 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GovT SCHOOLS IN Srp IV - van 
2007-2009 


1007 
90+ 
80+— 
707+ + 
5 607 5 607 
_ s 
= 507 = 507 
y) oO 
£ 405 se 407 
3 30 
1 > a 20+ 
10-—— — 10+— 
Oo | Or ; 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—- 2007 —#— 2008 —@— 2009 | —B- 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 
| } 


TUITION cece, 


BLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 


SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 . 
ar School | = tm WM VW VI Vill 
Govt 1.1 1.4 6-07 10 “dk 2.0 2.1 3.8 
Pvt. 74 48 86 54 17.1 4,1 9.5 9.0 
Govt 2.8 Ps a Fae) ae SY f 2.6 3.2 
PvT. $3 91 12.4 169 45.0 105 17.4 19.2 


07 


109 


OTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
ition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
lild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
imbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
ay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
d not require payment. 


Focilitated by PRATHAM 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
ay te BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


% Children 


2006 2007. —=—«<C«*« 088 "2009 


_ 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD IIl WHO CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


oO 


fo) 


% Children 
% Children 
Wt oO 

oO 


2007 2008 2009.ti‘i:«:W 2007 2008 2009 
@ Boys &@ Girls = Boys & Girls 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % ze % % 633 Ss 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Stdill-V) (Std Ill-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1 (Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 32.1 6.5 70.7 64.7 aon 1.9 
Stp I-V 22.8 29 72.0 62.2 3207 Lad 
Stop Vi-VIIl 18.4 2.6 757 69.7 SLu2 Bs 
Stp IX-X 12.4 1.0 72.0 69.7 38.3 6.3 
ABOVE STD X 14.4 0.6 81.1 7533 42.9 10.5 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 


ASER 2009 # 
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ycotion Report 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std |-IV/V : Primary 229 344 333 
Std I-VII/Vill : Primary + Upper Primary 41 76 a5 
Total schools 270 420 368 


TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PX 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 


% Teachers attending (average) 89.2 92.7 81.6 88.2 83.3 81.0 
% Schools with no teacher present 14 099 1.1 2.5 0:0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 76.5 80.8 63.5 70.0 54.5 62.1 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN ScHooL PAU 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
; No facility oer! ads e S4.2' (7.3 SA oe 
: Facility but water not available 13.7 8.8 9.3 12.2. 9.2 25.0 
i Available 73.1 74.1 79.5 80.5 78.9 65.6 
No facility Bey G19 35:7 525 69374257 
Z Facility but toilet not usable mae bead 31.1 225 ILS 229 
4 Usable 6 20.8 33.2 25.0 18:4 51.4 
ww memset 94.8 97.4 95.6 100 98.7 100 
Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
No of schools visited 277 34 
% Schools with no separate provision 58.8 55.9 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 6.1 0.0 
Toilet not usable 17.0 20.6 
Usable 18.1 23.5 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


AON: 18 eG ER TE) a ew vera 1) tam 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


meds Oe) iG 


Std I-iV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 


(2.3 12.0 76.17, 71,6 Goow ae 


2.4 8.0 14.7 


51.5 49.3 60.9 61.0 45.3 58.8 


oP: } 8 ae Pee bach 71) ea 3-42-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schoois in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VIl/VIIl 
65.6 62.6 65.8 63.3 
48.1 47.7 56.6 57.7 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/Vill 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs_ Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash 285° 86.0 14.0 32) SOi ies 

Construction of new 

classroom ASE? bee aie APY fe Make «| 25.8; Sane 

Construction of boundary ee Sag ei c 33 Si ee 


wall 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant Lanehnr 


_ SCHOOL GRANTS } 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING — — 
No. of Don’t No. o on 
DIFFERENT GRANTS vs A Yes No Se ates Yes No “2h 
New classroom 265 18.5 64.9 16.6 237 14.4 64.1 21.5 


Maintenance grant 279 74.9 9.7 15.4 246 57.3 24.0 18.7 
Development grant 271 70.5 17.0 12.6 245 3.5 29.4 17.1 


re aie 977 84.5 5.1 10.5 243 62.6 22.6 14.8 
Other grants 134 25.4 54.5 20.2 122 13.9 62.3 23.8 


OTe : No grant information was available for 56 schools out of 333 primary schools that 
ere visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
Yailable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
s based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


SER 2009 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% UPPER PRIMARY Std 1-VII/VIII Std 1-VII/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING nee 
DIFFERENT GRANTS [GMOs No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


14:3 57.1 28.6 26 
GO, desl 21.2 27 44.4 29.6 25.9 


New classroom 28 15.4 53.9 30.8 


Maintenance grant 33 
Development grant 30 73.3 6.7 20.0 27 59.3 18.5 22.2 


Teacher grant 32° 71.9 12.5 15.6 28 53.6 25.0 21.4 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants Ieee ere 21.7 21 33.3 Sea “eee 
Note : No grant information was available for 5 schools out of 35 upper primary s¢ hools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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ANGANWADI ’ 

OuT OF PRIVATE MOTHERS 
: ITION Srp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Srp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
Toole 19 aie SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children % Children % Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age:6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-II) (Std I-ll) (Std I-ll) = (Std Il-V) (Std Ill-V) — (Std IIl-V) 


>. 


Districts in out in IV-VII1) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO _ READ 

or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION | sentences 

pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 

z more or more ENGLISH or more 

Bastar 90.5 7.0 0.8 0.6 31.0 95.3 95.3 68.9 82.7 74.4 6.5 
Bilaspur 83.3 1.8 5 2.7 28.4 89.5 89.5 47.3 58.2 60.9 5.3 
Dhamtari 78.1 Sk 16.5 4.9 71.8 88.0 87.9 48.3 63.7 56.8 5.8 
Durg 86.5 ee | 4.5 4.4 oY Py. 88.9 87.5 48.0 82.6 73.6 6.1 
Janjgir-Champa 68.2 a Sia 6.3 36.6 SiS 86.9 65.5 83.2 83.9 5.2 
Jashpur 89.6 =. 14.5 12.4 66.9 86.2 88.9 60.7 64.3 oF ee 9.8 
Kanker 96.0 2.4 5.4 a 41.0 86.3 89.6 69.1 81.2 66.9 3.0 
Kawardha 89.0 2:5 10% 1.9 30.6 88.5 87.6 72.8 67.4 5 8 6.4 
Korba 98.9 6.2 Sua 6.3 50.9 93.7 93.6 62.8 71.7 69.1 9.6 
Koriya 99.4 i 4.5 * 59.2 89.0 88.5 77.2 58.5 46.4 16.3 
Mahasamund 96.7 23 5.6 oT 43.1 90.9 92.8 78.2 66.1 Pa 19.3 
Raigarh a5 o pe 113 5.0 54.0 88.7 92.4 64.9 89.0 78.2 20.7 
Raipur 78.7 3.6 sit 4.8 50.0 86.8 86.7 54.4 58.4 55.7 8.9 
Rajnandgaon 99.0 0.4 10.7 4.5 61.4 92,5 92.5 57.3 86.7 85.5 9.9 
Surguja 91.6 4.5 Lok 0.6 30.4 90.9 91.3 68.0 87.3 74.2 26.3 


Total 88.5 3.3 9.4 4.0 43.9 90.0 90.0 61.3 73.4 66.8 10.5 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN . 
TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


Age group 


AGE: 6 -14 ALL 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 
AcE: 11-14 ALL 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 


AGE: 15-16 BOYS. 


AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 


Govt. 


43.2 
36.3 
52.4 
46.2 
58.8 
31.2 
32.3 
30.6 
be Sa 
Lyf 
Ze 


Pvt. 


55.8 
62.5 
47.1 
53.3 
40.7 
67.0 
66.5 
67.0 
79.5 
81.5 
76.9 


Other 


0.9 
0.8 
0.4 
0.2 
0.5 
1.5 
1.0 
7 
0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


OTE: ‘oTHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
OT IN ScHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


Not in 

School 
0.2 100 
0.4 100 
0.2 100 
0.4 100 
0.0 100 
0.3 100 
0.3 100 
0.3 100 
0.9 100 
0.5 100 
5 100s 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


20 
] 

15] | 
= 
2 
3 
=10) } 
U 
3 

2006 2007 2008 2009 


=== 7-10 boys —=7-10 girls -=—te—11-14 boys ——@=—= 11-14 girls 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


60 , Srp. 5’ 6 | Pee OS 40: 14 1 eS eee ee 

| | 3.6 42.1 47.4 3.1 3.9 100 

lI 0.6 3.2 45.0 45.6 5.6 100 

5 ll 5.6 25.8 53.9 12.9 1.8 100 
= IV 3.8 21.4 64.6 8.0 2A 100 
4 V 3.9 27.3 59.1 7.1 2.6 100 
vi 4.7 2.2 11.6 67.3 12.1 2.0 100 

Vil 4.1 2.5 29.9 49.012.9 1.7 100 

2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 5.2 8.9 22.3 56.6 5.2 1.8 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 92.6% (25.8+53.9+12.9) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND : 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF. PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
in School Ps fr % = ee : 
In balwadi 1, 1 KG) SS 5 is 
anganwadi = Govt. Pvt. Other 25 240 
= 30 
McE3 66.7 7.4 25.9 100 22 | 
McE4 974.6 23.2 2.2 100 a = ba . a 
GES 16.0 22:7 Vag 21.1 1.0 0.0 100 BAge3 "Age 
AGE 6 8.0 5.9 48.1 38.0 0.0 0.0 100 Of . ited, Anganwadl/Pr e has been recorded in 98.2% 
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GOA rurRAL ore 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Stp. Nothing Letter Word Pee ee ta Total Moca araat aravtt (2) mee 
l 4.0 23.6 39.8 16.2 16.5. 5,400 
ll 1.2 4.5 26.4 She FE 34.4 100 
lil 0.@ 12 5.0 27.4 66.4 100 
IV 0:07 212088 0.8 30.9 67.6 100 
Vv 0.0 2.0 3.9 10.4 83.8 100 
Vi 0.0 i 0.5 5.7 92:3)=) TO0 
Vil 0.0 0.8 AS 3.8 92.4 100 
Vill 0.0 0.0 0.9 oar 95.4 100 
TOTAL 0.6 4.1 9.4 18.2 67.6 100 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS. IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 


ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total 


read_ capital 


small 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


Stp. simple easy 
capital letters letters words sentences 
letters 

I 18.8 26.9 18.2 25.8 10.4 

Il 2:5 292 11.6 41.9 20.8 

ill 0.0 7.6 8.4 40.4 43.6 

IV 0.0 +2 IH 21,5 74.7 

V 0.0 0.0 33 oi7 87.0 

Vi 0.0 0.0 0.5 5.5 94.0 

Vil 29 LZ a lp 5.4 89.2 

Vill 0.0 0.0 0.0 52 94.8 

TOTAL 2.8 7.4 5.9 21.0 63.1 


STpD. 


100 l 

100 ll 

100 tl 
100 IV 
100 V 

100 Vi 
100 Vil 
100 Vill 
100 TOTAL 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO . 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009: 


Of those who 


can read words, 


% who can tell 


Of those who 
can read 
sentences, % who 


meaning of the can tell meaning 


words of the sentences 
47.4 64.9 
64.8 75.0 
85.3 90.5 
81.0 88.0 
52.4 9952 
46.7 97.8 
100.0 93.9 
71.4 96.7 
Teak 93.0 


30 | r 307 t 1 r + 
| | [ | 
20 | 207 j | l re 
107 : t | 10 | | 
ot | = | T = 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——@— 2006 —H2007 —*%—2008 —@— 2009 —e— 2006 —l—2007 —*—2008 =—@— 2009 


| This is a blue shirt. 


t like to sleep. 


| I have a brother. 


CRUD to road af sentences. At least 2 mest be 


ASER 2009 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


GOA rural 


STp. Nothing Seseeeee numbers Subtract Divide _ Total 
1-9 11-99 
oe ROA 41,8 6.8 8.5 100 
Hl 0.0 ee 555 31.3 63 100 
HI 0.0 er 44.7 50.4 3515 4100 
IV Oe 08 3.9 42.1 B32 | 100 
V 0.0 0.7 ne 14.7 79.4 100 
vl 0.0 0.0 2.0 9.8 88.2 100 
vil 1.2 0.0 3.3 4.6 90.9 100 
vill 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 ge 400 
ToTAL (OA Bows 45-0 23.7 54.7 100 


OTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 


in do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


4 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upPTo 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto IV - vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
: 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 


Std | 


—[- 2007 


Std II 
—te— 2008 


Std Ill 


Std IV 


—@— 2009 


% Children 


Std IV 


—- 2007 


Std V 


—k-— 2008 


+ 


Std VI Std VII 


—@— 2009 


BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School 1! i! ill iV V vi Vill 
GovTieeaes 40.1 37.1 44.9 31.8) 3574. 42.4 54.5 

oad Bae wat 51.1 44.1 55.3. S17 | 51.6.» 66.3 
Gave. ttt 143. 25:5 26.5: 30:2, )35.8 48.2" 65.3 

id ees eae 320° 51.7 67.1. 62:5 546 76.7 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 


SER 2009 


GOA pura — 


Cuart 8: % CHILDREN IN Stp Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Srp | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


Cart 9: % CHILDREN IN Stop V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


10075 > — 
90- 
80 
707 
% c 
| § 60}-——}+—— +———+ § 
hee ’ a 
3 = <9 
= = IU 
= 50 = 
O L , } if Y 
 40-————--- — x2 AC . 
| ° 
30+ et, =a. 30 - - — 
20-— ——_———___—_;—_____ —— + + 4 20+ - - - - - > —, 
10+—_ - — — — - - + ; 10 - - - - ~ - - -—_________; 
0 - 7 : 3 , = ’ = ae . SHO —a ~~. 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 200 2008 2009 


=o, —O—Put Govt SN | 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CuarrT 10: % Boys AND GIRLS IN Stp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stop | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


CuaRT 11: % Boys AND GiRLs tn Sto V wero CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


aie 20 i i i a 
— 80 
a se 
\ 
= =} © 60 
= = 
oe = 
= = = 50 
; <= = 
© ~~ 
~2 = 40 T 
| o 
| 30 
pla 
= 
ay 
4\ 
5 ~ —_* —— 7 Q- 
2007 2008 2009 


BBoys "Girls 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % Kee * * sp 

Rican Fathere Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std lll-V) (Std IIl-V) who (Std IV-VIIl) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1 (Stdi Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 6.0 2.3 90.5 87.8 90.5 47.1 
Sto |-V 7.5 0.0 96.4 91.7 87.5 23.1 
Stop VI-ViII 12.1 0.0 94.8 90.7 88.1 ae 
Stp IX-X 35.2 0.0 94.0 89.5 92.8 50.7 
ABOVE STD X 39.3 0.0 97.4 93.3 92.1 64.7 
NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. S yses canbe . = 


and children. 
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ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V : Primary 22 ie ataay 
Std I-ViI/VIIl : Primary + Upper Primary 15 33 3 
Total schools a7 46 52 


TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PLE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vul/VIl 


% Teachers attending (average) 98.4 87.5 98.9 90.6 96.4 100 
% Schools with no teacher present 99 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 95, > 75.9 97.9 57.1 85.7 100 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7: 18 ew ee) 14 ee Veit) ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/Vil 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 89.1 95.5 96.4 89.9 93.0 92.2 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


0.0) £70,0; 250.0 '.0.0 20.0; 0.0 


95.5 100 100 100 100 100 


UN 1 ae han halcd.y.\) aa \-+-42-9l 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
Std Il class sitting with 
Std IV class sitting with 

61.5: 51.0 68.8 100 


another class 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES mete tele) em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vii/VIll 
3 No facility 9315 (G05 bes 0.0) 0.0: 0.0 
~ Facility but water not available 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 
E Available 90.9 100) 993.5) (93.3) 100 .100 
No facility 2/63 ASA ERO 6.44 23:0 0.0 
: Facility but toilet not usable 40.9 0.0 24.5 46.7 0.0 0.0 
Usable 31.8 84.6 75.5 46.7 97.0 100 
od ‘aac iam 50.0 92.3 100 42.9 97.0 100 
Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/Vill 
No of schools visited 46 3 
% Schools with no separate provision 6.5 0.0 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 17.4 0.0 
Toilet not usable 6.5 0.0 
Usable 69.6 10 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 
Construction No. of | %schools No.of %schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash AS (81.6) Ries est 33.3 66.7 
eee eta Bincw 48°" 28:0 h75aae sO 400 
panera of boundary 49 ios: Cate 5 Begs 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 


in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in avillage, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 


0 
CHOOL G 


7000 pa for upper 


schools of the district. The grant 
primary schs 


school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday ora 
Monday. 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant peathat 


tee RANTS | : 


Aprit 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


TABLE 17: 

aaages alrenie Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V | 
DIFFERENT GRANTS [CAMA aaa Pa 
New classroom Be) O00" 100 Oe Saas) 95.4 2.3 


Maintenance grant 49 100 0.0 0.0 49 93.9 4.1 2.0 


Development grant 42 76.2 23.8 0.0 42 66.7 a lee ee 


Teacher grant Ae 95.9 414 00 48 93.8 42 2.1 
(TLM 


grant) 

Other grants Of 100 O SipteDN 94:1 5.9 
NOTE : No grant inforrnation was available for 0 schools out of 49 primary schools that 
were visited, This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
wvailable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
s based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-VII/VIIl Std I-Vil/VIll 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
MCL ULC NO.OF yes No Don’t No.of yes No Don't 
S 


chs know — schs know 
New classroom 2 0.0 100 0.0 2 0.0 100 0.0 
Maintenance grant 3 100 |. 0.0, POs wie 100 0.0 0.0 


Development grant 3 100: .0.02 SGA75 ee 100 0.0 0.0 


Teacher grant $400 OW Hoe MEN Moo 0.0 0.0 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Note : No grant information was available for 0 schools out of 3 upper primary schools 
that were visited, This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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ANGANWADI : ’ 
Table 19: OR Our OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS Stop I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp IIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
BALWADI SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) = (Std III-V) (Std II-V) (Std III-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIID who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN — 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CANDO ~~ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION — sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
t more or more ENGLISH or more 
North Goa* 0.2 48.1 50.3 90.1 100.0 99.2 82.1 98.3 95.8 60.8 
South Goa* 0.3 66.7 54.4 94.8 94.4 98.1 96.2 91.5 84.3 145 
Total* 91.2 0.2 55.8 52.2 92.0 97.4 98.7 88.7 95.8 91.6 65.8 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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\LL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 26 OUT OF 26 DISTRICTS ASER : 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 

— 2009 ae % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
3 . Age group Govt. Pvt. Other aaa ts 

NGE: 6 -14 ALL 85.4 10.2 0.1 4.3 100 

NGE: 7-16 ALL nyo) oe 0.2 7.4 100 fe | 
NGE: 7-10 ALL 91.0 7.2 0.2 ao? 2100 A 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 90.8 7.4 0.2 1.6 100 = 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 91.2 6.8 0.2 £8. 100 a 

AGE: 11-14 ALL 77.7 14.5 0.1 7.8 100 ‘ 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 79.3 14.8 0.1 5.8 100 | 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 75.7 14.0 0.1 10.2 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 48.9 25.5 0.4 fe. - 100 ot 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS 51.5 7 0.4 21.4 - 100 id ma Sed pied 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS = 45.4. (23.4 0.4 30.9 100 sees is eee ne 


ITE : ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
IT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 ' 
60 STD. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 #15 16 Total 
| 22.6 65.1 9.2 : is 100 
507 t + 7 
Il Pin 7.7. 70.2 15,5 5.5 100 
— 1 4 
“a HH 15 7.1 66.0 20.2 51 100 
Ss 
= 307} T | IV 1.9 8.0 61.7 22.5 5.9 100 
| | 
0! eo [ Vv 6.4 67.0 19.7. 4.3 ol 4 100 
Vi 1.6 5.6 59.6 24.8 8.4 100 
10+ T 1 + 
| Vil 7 pe 4.4 61.2 22.1 6.6 3.7 100 
Se ee aa o 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 2:7 6.9 59.9 21.5 6.0 3.0 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 93.3% (7.1+66.0+20.2) children are in age group 7 
to 9. 


ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT ‘Tees OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
70+ 
in School 2 : a be | 
6. © 
In balwadi In LKG/ oS S 3 | 
or we b> r ¥ 
, UKG oc © 40 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Za 4 
= 30 
WW | 
GE 3 90.9 2.9 6.3 100 3° 20 i ” 
10 
3.4 100 ne a . =. 
eo P és E sid a 2006 2007 2008 2009 
GE 5 43,2 to Pe 46.6 4.6 0.0 Del 100 mAge3 @Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 96.9 


GE 6 323 0.3 89.6 5.5 0.2 1.3 100 villages. 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Noth rose Word Level 1 Level 2 Total Std Il Level Std | Level 
STD. othing etter or 
Sey ee Oe 2 tex) Ad) vizisel eleva 52 8. Mea nad wing fais) 8. 
| 36.9 46.3 9.3 Sys: 215 100 S19) vis, Wn wid eid Sal Wes ae, a) Wa 8. 
il le 40.6 29.1 112 [5.75 200 via 8. Aes HI21 Oud 212 Yor 22 2. 
TT mo. 26.0 9802 22.0 15.9 100 SAS] Yor NGotet 62. ia etl owe 2 O- 
iV D6 146 oa ee 29.4 100 ae eee sean at. 
€ Ad alex & Sisla cred wiry g. 
Vv 2.4 9.4 15.0 28.9 44.4 100 
avlaz ga oud sisla vies Aaicil 
Vi 435 6.8 9.3 2 el: 56.8 100 ae pole RY 
vil 1.6 5.1 6.1 20.7 66.6 100 nae Gets eel caba sl Gas 
Vill a3 4.4 22 14.2 P12) (200 aed erene 48) Aoi ane aed) ot 
TOTAL 8.0 19,5 16.1 20.4 36.0 100 8. 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can San arg “Geol eal ee 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


5 607 } © 607 
| | 5S) 
= of t + & 50 
s 407 3 407 
30 307 
207 207 
10+ + arp 
| 10 
O+ us Vs ak 4 + 1 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—e— 2006 —§—2007 —a—2008 —@— 2009 —e— 2006 —i— 2007 —w—2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 COMPREHEND.ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy Sto. °3" read words, can read cos, 
capital letters letters words sentences *  % who can tell sentences, % who nee 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
rie ; words of the sentences 
7.4 2.9% Os 0.5 100 | 76.8 19.5 
ll 62.0 252 9 53 i Ne 100 ll 69.1 32.9 
lil ; 
47 2 34.1 8.3 re 2:5 100 i 67.9 50.1 RES? eae OGE Sic esdmcno oe 
IV 33.3 36.9 13.4 Al 4.4 100 IV 67.8 43.1 —— ca ae oe oy = oe 
V 18.9 35.4 18.6 19.2 7.9 100 V 62.8 59.9 old | What is your name? 
Vi 12.4 30.5 20.6>° ae 1225 ~~», 100 VI 63.4 Ba - This is a big bus. 
Vil 9.0 24.2 20.7 26.2 18.0 100 Vil 6n3 61.4 I like to sing. 
re Be 175" eS 100 Sai 70.7 zany eae aear: - 
TOTAL ©3395" 928.2° “19S e ee ey’ 100 TOTAL 66.3 58.4 SEctewemennnermenes [Siagoeoeerenneae 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO.ARITHMETIC 


(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


| . _ Recognize Numbers 
‘Stp. Nothing Subtract Divide Total 


1-9 11-99 
Pes 2505 8.8 4.1 14 100 
tt Md, Ago ees 7.4 3.0 100 
i a3: 34.4 ee 16.8 6.7 100 
V aS 20.9) ame 26.5 15.5 100 
V $80 43.1) oe 32.9 24.6 100 
Mv 2.5 10.3 21.5 33.1 32.7 100 
vil 2.2 a2 4Re 30.2 44.9 100 
vill 1.1 65) ete 24.9 56.3. 100 
ER AM. Qe3: 2095.9 oag a 22.1 21.9 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS uPTo 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


MATHS TOOL © 


| oiferer 32 eze - 


oueous) ONDNSIz 
| 


) vin yet anil aa wen eat Tula yet dil ae wea da | Adua A yA. 4A wu da | adua as 4A. ¥ wa ad | 
H asa. | ada adr. | aca. 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME. 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GovT Sciibdks IN STD IV - vit) 
2007-2009 


% Children 


BL T 
Std | Std II Std III Std IV 
——- 2007 2008 39 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


1007 
904 r 
80 1 = F 
70 + 


% Children 
Ww 
(<a 


40 
30 
20+ 
10 | 
0+ | 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—[- 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 


Year School i li itl IV Vv Vi Vil vill 
Govt 3.9 5.6.6.0 Beiuese.) 7.9 10.2 158 
19.8 235 266 26.1 40.3 31.1 35.2 26.0 
Govt 5.5 y ie ce O0iere. 9.0 Fe Games 
Pvt. 29.4 33.8 39.9 40.4 44.0 38.8 31.0 23.8 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 

tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 

child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 

numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 

may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
_ did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CuHart 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT-LEAST READ Stop | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


30+ 
20+ 
10+ eet : | 10+ 
2006. ~«°~SCOOOT~~S*~CSMOBSC*C*‘“‘(NC DOOD 7 coos 2007 2008 2009 
——Govt —@—Pvt | ——Govt —@—Prvt 


J L 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp III wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 $09 2007 2008 2009 


@Boys ®Girls Boys ™@Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % by % %  % % 
Education Fathers Sitls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std IlIl-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std IlI-V) who (Std IV-VIID 


out of can read level who can do can read attending 
School 1 (Std 1 Text) Subtraction words or more _ tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 24.4 9.4 50.8 34.9 14.9 6.5 
Sto I-V 17.0 7.6 = | 35.9 14.1 8.2 
Sto VI-VIII 18.1 4.2 59.4 40.6 16.8 10.6 
Stp IX-X 24.3 2.8 63.3 45.5 20.4 15.9 
ABOVE STD X 16.2 0.6 69.1 56.4 29.3 23-5 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Simil 


. ar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 


ASER 2009 


GUJARAT rurat 


eed 2° 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 Type of school Std |-Iv/V Std |-Vil/VIN 
ye % Enrolled children attendi 

Std I-IV/V : Primary 40 46 COT Eases mn amenmné =—=«79.7 81.0 83.5 81.5 85.5 83.1 

LVI/VIll = Primary + U Pri 396 s % Schools with less than 50% 
Std Vi ry pper Primary 96 558 603 enrolled children attending if 54 00 15 Za ree 
Total schools 46 624 670 % Schools with 75% or more 

70 jutbtled: childson stiendide 68.4 68.1 74.2 77.6 85.9 77.6 
TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PIIE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 Cie (ult TC eabttitie 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIII % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-ViI/Vil 
% Teachers attending (average) 83.4 94.7 96.2 87.9 93.0 94.8 Std II class sitting with - 
% Schools with no teacher present 54 00 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0 another class pom tae et bet 
j Std IV class sitting with 

% Schools with all teachers present 64.9 95.7 89.2 54.4 69.9 76.1 Sali tase: See ae 21-2: 308 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE ApRrit 2008 


if tape es ahs oe) a Tels me 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-ViI/VIIl School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIil 
| ; No. of % schools No. of % schools 
‘ No facility 23.1 17.6 13.8 19.1 12.8 10.8 ta eae et peace: 9553 chs. ES 
Facility but water not available12.2 10.8 6.2 7.7 2.0 3.5 Whitewash 64 65.6 344 556 684 31.7 
Available 64.1 71.6 80.0 73.2 85.2 85.7 eee of nae 63 15.9 84.1 530 24.0 76.0 
No facility 42.5 13.6 17.2 23.5 66 54 ed ggama of bounday™ 5 “41.9 58.1 537 498500 
S Facility but toilet not usable 15.0 4.5 25.0 9.2 43.0 30.4 . a School Gana 
ASER survey was carried out in aes > Ge 
Usable 42.5 81.8 57.8 67.3 90.4 64.1 - 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school classrooms additional room 
Midday meal served on day 2 992 2223 9 with primary grades was visited 
of * 92.3 94.6 92.3 JIVO«7 94.7 22.8 2 R 5000 2 to 3 
visit in each sampled village. If there “ yee 
ore than one aout achionn a Seen classrooms. Upto 
: : was more (ned ¥ C 
TABLE 16: Gees Tomets 2009 Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/Vill eS ee Rs 10000 pa for 
in a village, then the school with gran more than 3 
No of schools visited 60 529 the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision 35.0 14.6 Visited. Hence the schools 
for girls toilets visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
Toilet locked 13.3 16.6 — schools of the district. The ce fee: peer 
school visits were generally P y 
Toilet not usable 17 13.0 done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Usable 50.0 55.8 Monday. teacher 


Taste 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 TaBLe 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
%o PRIMARY Std 1-IV/V Std L-IV/V 7 UPeie PEARY Std I-ViI/VIII Std I-ViI/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING - SCHOOLS RECEIVING <_el Don’t No.of ve. " Don’t 
DIFFERENT GRANTS peng Yes No wad geo los No ‘tee DIFFERENT GRANTS re Me Yes No eee, - Gre BS 0 dene 
New classroom 53 94 84.9 5.7 48 6.3 87.5 6.3 New classroom 467 14.8 80.5 4.7 403 13.2 80.7 6.2 
Maintenance grant 55 74.6 23.6 18 49 69.4 24.5 6.1 Maintenance grant 468 80.6 16.2 3.2 413 69.3 24.7 6.1 


9 49 85.7 82 6.1 463 86.6 9.9 3.5 405 77.0 17.8 5.2 
Development grant 54 85.2 13.0 19 49 857 82 6.1 Development grant 463 8 


Teacher grant 19 416 84.1 12.5 3.4 
5 85.7 4 3 - a7.) Sop 20 1,9 416 Ll if 3. 
fun ee” 60 93.3 5.0 ts 54 65.2 11.1 i (TLM grant) 
, . »~~* , - a 
Other grants 17 23.5 706 5.9 15 13.3 80.0 6./ Other grants 144 29.9 66.7 3.5 126 28.6 63.5 7.9 
Je ‘ P 
; orimmary schools that Nore - No grant information was available for 65 schools out of 603 upper primary schools 
1OTE : No grart information Was available for 5, 6chools out of 67 #) ary schools tna id jo gra ; ¢ rr ava b o res . ; i . ab ee 
~ cart romgicter - not that were cited Tr 5 coul be because f 6 head teac er was not oresent, f 
Were Visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was no hat were visited idbeb am - | ; precent, anne iee 
- : a 7 ro va tna ane tahle not avaiiar or tne < irveyors could noto itain the informatior | >refore, a] 
Wailable o- the 5 t<¢ the information, Therefore, the above taple ot av ale 
or surveyors could not obtain he info ¢ for which information waé available for at least one indicator 


one indicator table is basec } 


$ based on schools for which information was available for at \eas! 0 
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: PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS | 
ANGANWAD! a 
OuT OF | PRIVATE MOTHERS 4 
: Srp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Srp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std 1-1) (Std 1-H) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) — (Std Ili-V) 


ted by PRATHA ‘ — — 


Districts in out in IV-VIID who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ’ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 

or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION sentences 

pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 

* more or more ENGLISH or more 

Ahmedabad 100.0 6.0 4.4 5.3 66.8 88.1 85.3 49.1 63.3 59.0 6.0 
Amreli 93.9 oe | 10.1 9.1 73.6 70.2 Peis 40.5 61.0 43.0 4.0 
Anand 96.6 2.0 24.9 a7.9 76.4 69.0 70.1 26.7 55.9 36.4 9.0 
Banas Kantha 100.0 9.5 5.9 8.1 70.1 59.0 67.5 20.0 Sig 26.3 4.9 
Bharuch 97.7 3.9 15,3 at. 78.1 79.8 ra Fa 41.6 52.4 35.4 ae 
Bhavnagar 95.5 3.9 8.7 Wade 57.8 65.0 55.4 17.2 48.7 30.4 4.7 
Dahod 98.3 4.9 | 4.1 35:3 Pg oa 715 219 50.7 33.6 1.1 
Gandhinagar 93.4 4.8 22.9 ve 54.6 fsug 69.7 23.2 59.1 34.5 6.4 
Jamnagar 100.0 0.9 6.7 14.2 74.2 85.3 84.5 61.5 70.2 61.5 25 
Junagadh 97.9 1:5 6.5 7.1 87.5 70.6 68.5 18.7 53.1 33.9 2.0 
Kachchh 87.8 7.2 4.9 13.9 58.2 76.4 80.8 23.4 52.9 41.2 22 
Kheda 83.7 3.0 10.1 6.9 64.6 75.8 43.3 va BY 60.9 43.0 I37 
Mehsana 100.0 » 7.0 6.1 83.0 80.4 81.1 30.2 79.6 70.8 3.9 
Narmada 95.4 3.6 2.8 4.2 3x5 69.2 71.6 40.1 41.2 26.1 yet 
Navsari 97.4 25 4.6 20.3 83.3 85.5 82.3 21.1 65.6 47.0 LS 
Panch Mahal 92.5 3.3 4.8 7.8 oF A J rh ie 76.7 26.7 S53 28.6 3.8 
Patan 99.4 4.0 2.5 6.0 67.1 84.4 oats Be 59.0 48.9 i5 
Porbandar 97.8 4.3 ti.2 14.2 61.4 86.3 84.7 43.4 »7.3 43.8 3.9 
Rajkot 91.9 3.2 12.4 18.5 60.7 91.4 86.5 42.4 65.3 46.8 Pi 
Sabar Kantha 99.5 1.6 24.4 14.7 Shey, 76.2 79.9 33.2 60.3 41.2 4.1 
Surat 94.0 4.2 28.8 47.7 85.2 81.5 86.9 34.6 71.8 67.6 14.1 
Surendranagar 87.6 4.5 8.5 9.8 66.1 86.3 87.8 S25 66.7 59.3 4.0 
Tapi 97.3 4.6 9.1 14.5 58.8 vane 71.0 24.7 41.4 32.3 300 
The Dangs 99.6 6.7 3.6 6.7 63.1 82.4 81.0 5 46.1 28.1 ge: 
Vadodara 88.2 Sok 13.6 9.5 43.2 63.2 60.9 27.0 36.3 18.1 2.3 
Valsad 90.7 4.7 8.7 10.2 88.9 82.8 77.8 47.2 55.2 43.8 7.8 
Total 95.3 4.3 10.2 12.0 65.2 75.8 75.4 31.8 wT Ae 41.1 5.0 
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aser 2009: 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


| SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 
ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
a Total 


AARYANA  rvrar 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 
e grou Govt. i 

Age group ovt Pvt Other Srnnat 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 55.6 40.9 0.4 34°. 400 
AGE: 7-16 ALL - 55.8 39.3 0.4 iB 100 4 | 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 53.4 43.7 0.5 2.5 100 | | 
AcE: 7-10 BOYS 50.2 46.9 0.5 2.4 100 30 | 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS pone: + 39.6 0.3 2.4 100 0 | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 59.3 36.4 0.3 4.0 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 55.4 40.8 0.3 3.6 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 65.1 30.2 0.4 4.3 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 54.4 34.4 0.3 10.9 100 

; 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 52.0 38.6 0.4 9.1 100 
mmmgee= 7-10 DOYS =majije= 7-10 girls megs 11-14 bOyS —mgye 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 58.8 28.4 0.2 12.6 100 


OTE: ‘oTHeR’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
OT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. PER AOE 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Sto. 55) Ge Se 9) 10 11 12s Ss eae eae ee; oral 


I 31.1) 36:6) 18.0 9753 * 5.0 100 
ll 5.3 16:3" (38.2 "26.1, e754 7.1 100 
7 iil 4.2 TSO S97 240 19.8. 34 33 100 
= IV 4.3 15,4 (30,0'29.5:° 915° 7.0 4.3 100 
4 Vv 533 10.9 42.1 18.7 13.6 5.7 3.8 100 
Vi 4.9 16.4 26.6 33.2 11.2 5.4 2.4 100 
Vil 6.7 11.4 37.7: Zoe 11.2 5.0 2.1 100 


‘9 t 
2006 2007 2008 2009 | Vill 5.5 17.2 31.2 28.8 12.4 4.9 100 


z How to read the table: In Std Ill, 75.6% (39.7+24.1+11.8) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 
TA + % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
ie» x eat OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
EOE 2006-2009 
70 , 
In School bo - i A <a) 
oc 8 
oc i | 
anganwadi URG Govt. Pvt. Other za 540 | 
5 30 
AGE 3 53.5 12.9 33.6 100 3° 20 ) 7 
10 Be 
100 | 
—illaatad tic a 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE 5 16.1 11.8 26.8 35.3 0.8 9,3 100 mAge3 @Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been rec orded in 97.3% 
AGE 6 3.4 3.8 44.8 42.5 0.3 5.2 100 villages, 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN-READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 READING TOOL 


Stp. Nothing Letter Word Meni a on Total 
| 23.2 42.5 Loc? JET 8.8 100 
ll 6.8 28.7 31.3 16.8 16.4 100 
il 3.2 16.5 25.0 23.0 32:3. 1300 : thi ; 
IV 2.8 Beebe. 2306 47.7 100 WI ee 
Vv 0.8 5.4 10.2 17.8 65.8 100 Tee Bo ee 
Vi 0.6 4.4 6.6 nF se 7325.1G8 oo 
Vil 0.3 2.8 3.8 15 81.5. ~° 400 
Vill 0.5 Paar 4 29 ine 86.4 100 
TOTAL 4.9 14.5 15.3 15.8 49.4 100 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


807 = << 
707 ; + ——— 
5 60 + + 1 a) © 
a.) is) 
5 507 ~ 4 a NM = 
x 40+ . se 
307 | 
20 : 
10+ 
0- ; t 4 
Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—— 2006 —WR=2007 —w—2008 —@— 2009 


—@— 2006 —i— 2007 —w—2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO . 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 ; COMPREHEND ENGLISH (Att ScHoots) 2009 
Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stop. ‘ead capital small simple easy Stp, San read words, can read race ne ree 
capital letters letters words sentences hg who can tell sentences, % who SS 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
' 34.2 32:6 18.9 8.6 6.4 100 | 69.4 88.7 
ll 13.8 25.7 27.9 17.8 11.8 100 Il 74.6 84.6 
iT fee eee 2S | (26.400 21 ee iT 70.3 Seeeee | t---~.-------------+-——---—-______ 
IV 63) 144) 18:3 29. 31.0 ‘Hoo IV 79.8 84.4 , hot | Wh = 
ra oO at is the time? 
Vv 4.0 8.7 14.2 29.3 43.8 100 Vv 80.0 86.7 bi 
ig This is a red ball. 
Vi 235 6.8 20,5 25.0 55.3 100 Vi JTS 86.3 : 
“= ‘9 3% ei eS - cow man i like to play. 
; : : : 8 100 Vil 80.8 90.0 
Vill” 9) S454 747-4008 | 83.1 92.4 | 
Tora "913" Pe Reeeeh21.7 «37. {008 «eRe 77.2 88.0 | [ERs ES 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


Stop. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide Total : 

| 22.6 42.4 22.4 6.1 6.5 100 

il 6.3 27.0 36.1 18.9 ss HY 100 

ill a2 14.7 29.0 27.9 251.2 100 

IV 2.8 9.6 29:5 2f23 40.7 100 

Vv ro 5.0 1,9 Line 54.7 100 

Vi oe 4.3 8.3 21.4 64.9 100 

Vil 0.6 Pe. 7.0 13.4 76.8 100 

Vill 0.7 2.4 og 10.9 82.1 100 

TOTAL 4,9 14.0 18.0 19.6 43.5 100 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who i me an cell eae 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - VII) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
% Children 
Ww 
= 


50 
207 = | } 
10 + me 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—§- 2007 #2008) —=@— 2009 ——- 2007 2008 3=— =@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. — 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School i il lil IV Vv Vi Vil Vill 
Govt 5.1 Me Ist 1.3 9S oe 6.3 10.6 
Pumisieeetti.2 «14.5 14.0 17.1 16.8 1635 19.7 
Govt) Se biel 13.8 12.5. 15.2 A2m 15.3 19.0 
Wee eee 20.5 23.7 27.0 SUS 30M 24.7 32.7 


2007 


2009 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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ND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN-IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD II] wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Sto‘! 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


<i T T 1 a a 
2007 2008 2007 2008 
—@—Govt —@—Pvt —@ Govt —@O—Pvt 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD II] WHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2008 
B@Boys ® Girls 


2007 005 2 2 @«°*~” 2009 


TION : FATHERS AND 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % Le % 7 7 bis 

Education Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (StdIll-V) (Std Ill-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 21.8 is 60.2 55.2 49.9 13.8 
Stp I-V 9.9 4.7 63,1 58.3 47.4 1535 
Stop VI-VIII 18.7 2:3 69.0 64.2 57.9 19.6 
Stp IX-X 27.0 1.1 752 757 66.2 23.1 
ABOVE STD X SNe 1,1 81.2 81.3 75.8 28.3 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 2768 0335) 353 
‘Std I-Vil/VIIl : Primary + Upper Primary 100 O58) 149 
Totai schools 370 430 502 
Roem ects 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school | Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 75.3 91.8 86.4 73.7 90.6 84.9 
% Schools with no teacher present 77 00 1.2 2.0 0.0 0.7 


% Schools with all teachers present 3,9 72.6 56.8 18.4 62.7 34.3 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


a: [8 EO) 14 ee Vaid) tas 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIll 
% Enrolled children attending 

(average) 80.4 82.1 83.7 81.7 84.4 84.9 
% Schools with less than 50% 

enrolled children attending 19 2.3 1.1 20 1.2 1.4 
% Schools with 75% or more 

enrolled children attending 74.5 80.7 81.6 79.0 84.9 86.3 


aON: Je aera match 7 \0) ae 03-1 4-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 
Std Il class sitting with 
another class 37.8 36.4 


Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


25:8 29.4 


30.0 |e2a.5 22.2 24.5 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VII 
4 No facility 18:4) 99.9) 2656: 8.2: 11.0 . 7.7 
s Facility but water not available10.2 6.4 8.0 61 66 5.6 
Available —* ALA BIS Pome Os 82.4. 86.7 
No facility 10.4 Sie meet 75) 1A 
Z Facility but toilet not usable 21.6 9.0. 27.2 23.5 14.0 28.0 
Usable 67.9 86.3 68.8 72.4 78.5 70.6 
ee ear eed on day 82.7 97.6 89.1 70.1 94.7 93.2 
Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/VIII 
No of schools visited 306 136 
% Schools with no separate provision 11.8 51 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 5.9 Se 
Toilet not usable 26.8 31.6 
Usable 55.6 54.4 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


BRS Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/VIll 
Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash 322 @27 yee se- 68,6 364 
pein of new 322 1354. 6608129 42.6 57:4 
ue of boundary 356 383 61.7 127 31.5 68.5 


School Grants 
New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 


vias ae than one govt school Maintenance Rs 10000 pa for 
in a village, then the school with grant ware than 3 
the highest enrollment was classrooms 
visited. Hence the schools 

visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for upper 


school visits were generally primary schs 


done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
70 FRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of ” Don’t No. of Don’t 
DIFFERENT GRANTS . ache Yes No tnow sche Yes No AoW 


New classroom 986 31.1 56.6 12.2 237 27.4 61.2 11.4 
Maintenance grant 290 77.2 14.5 8.3 248 72.6 20.6 6.9 
Development grant 271 71.2 19.6 9.2 gum tea 30:5 7.5 


Teacher grant 0 240 75.8 19.6 4.6 
ree 282 85.1 9.9 5.0 
Other grants 138 13.0 79.7 7.3 122 82 84.4 7.4 


Norte : No grant information was available for 54 schools out of 353 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% UPPER PRIMARY Std I-VII/VIll Std 1-VII/VII 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS No. of Yes No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom 117 37.6 59.8 2.6 106 31.1 66.0 2.8 
Maintenance grant 128 86.7 11.7 1.6 104 70.9 22.1 1.0 
Development grant 111 70.3 27.0 2.7 95 57.9 39.0 3.2 


Teacher grant 122 86.1 13.1 0.8 99 71.7 27.3 1.0 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 63 20.6 73.0 64 55 18.2 746 7.3 
Nore : No grant information was available for 18 sc hools out of 149 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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HARYANA RURAL 


PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWADI i 
Tae 32%: OR ido ERUATE TUITION MOTHERS Stp I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS Stp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
BaLwap1 | SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-11) (Std I-11) (Std IlI-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Facilitated “by PRATHAM 


Districts in out in IV-VIIN) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO ~ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
. more or more ENGLISH or more 
Ambala 80.2 1.8 3331 B25 54.6 84.8 84.4 72.6 68.4 61.5 29.5 
Bhiwani 80.9 0.8 45.6 23.4 86.3 91.9 90.2 82.0 72.6 70.9 Bi sf. 
Faridabad 64.7 0.4 60.2 29.8 73.9 91.8 93:5 81.5 76.1 70.8 295 
Fatehabad 57.5 4.7 WAS 13.1 66.8 133 78.2 65.4 65.9 61.3 19.4 
Gurgaon 66.7 0.7 35.4 29.6 73.9 82.6 84.4 63.4 75.8 81.5 30.1 
Hisar 59.0 mal 45.7 8.6 56.2 72.4 73.1 70.4 70.8 64,2 19.4 
Jhajjar* 
Jind 53.5 1.7 27.6 6.1 75.4 83.7 85.9 79:2 68.5 69.1 Zoid. 
Kaithal 75.4 15 37.2 14.9 35.3 92.9 93.6 81.9 129 63.8 Fa 6155) 
Karnal 61.4 10.1 46.0 3533 79.6 83.9 Olea ties 69.8 61.6 26.2 
Kurukshetra 92:7 2 Ra 39.6 23.1 70.1 80.0 75.6 67.5 39.1 48.5 6.7 
Mahendragarh 84.7 Tok 43.8 16.9 93.7 91.3 87.7 85.1 76.8 68.0 41.7 
Mewat 31.9 17.0 14.1 10.8 13.8 75.9 76.5 5459 56.3 5361 2055 
Panchkula 98.9 3 CPR! 47.9 85.8 94.8 94.7 86.8 78.6 79.8 36.6 
Panipat 91.4 3.3 45.3 19.3 70.5 85.9 86.3 S17 49.5 42.4 19-5 
Rewari Gi.2 0.5 32.0 19.4 735 87.4 88.5 78.6 74.4 75.0 52.4 
Rohtak 80.0 1 RC Be, oon h 60:1 96.4 97:4 | S987 83.6 84.5 50.6 
Sirsa 76.3 3.4 40.0 25a 79.3 92.4 91.9 89.3 82.8 81.8 41.2 
Sonipat 77.9 1.4 592 25.9 82.7 84.6 85.0 82.7 75.8 82.6 45.3 
Yamunanagar 86.8 1.4 44.3 Fy Si 79.0 79.4 83.4 70.5 60.8 56.5 25.4 
Total 71.9 | 40.9 20.5 66.3 85.2 85.8 76.3 70.2 67.9 32.1 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 12 OUT OF 12 DISTRICTS 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of . CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 school % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 

. ay Total 

e grou Govt. on 

Age group ovt Pvt Other School 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL ‘ae ant 22.0 0.2 O.7. 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 78.9 19.7 0.2 Li2 100 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 76.1 22 0.3 0.4 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 73.5 25.8 0.2 0.5 100 i 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 79.7 19.5 0.5 0.3. 100 0 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 80.4 18:5 0.1 1.0 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS Fg | 22.0 0.0 0.9 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 84.1 14.5 0.3 121 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 83.4 A262 0.1 re 100 
y 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 84.2 Te. 0.2 4.5 100 
megees 7-10 DOYS mje 7-10 ZirlS some 11-14 boys mmgpe= 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 81.7 14.0 0.0 4.3 100 


NOTE: ‘otHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘noT IN ScHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14. ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


STD. 5 6 7 8 9 40 4h ‘Tee ets 44) 15. 16 Total 

466492) 33 - 4.0 100 

T 3.0 22.4 53.3 16.4 5.0 100 

S Nl 1.4 19.0 56.3 18.8 4.6 100 
= 301 + | IV 2.1 24.6 51.6 17.3 4.5 100 
4 Vv 2.2 15.7 58.5 17.4 3.7 2.7 100 
vi 1.0 13.9 51.825.7 5.2 2.5 100 

vil 1.9 10g U7ee eee 2.5 100 

2006 007 2008 ~2=SS—té<i«s«<0027'Ct*—=*=* vill beehniDid 13.6 40.9 29.6 10.4 3.2 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 94.1% (19.0+56.3+18.8) children are in age group 7 
to 9. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO-ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
In School 2 . Bs wala haa | 
o£ s 
In balwadi In LKG/ % = 3 ie fi 
eck es 
anganwadi hdc Govt. Pvt. Other za £40 | 
5 30 | 
AGE 3 80.0 Tis 8.9 100 = 20 
10 
> eee sey Wee 
=" tke a iia w 2006 2007 2008S 2009 
AGE 5 2143 10.1 Siva 30.0 0.0 Le 100 mw Age 3 Age 4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 92.! 
AGt 6 1.5 we O65: = 29.8 0.1 0.9 100 once 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 3 


Stp. Nothin 
l 15.0 
ll 2.0 
TT 1.2 
IV 0.4 
Vv 0.4 
Vi 0.1 
Vil 0.1 
Vill 0.4 
TOTAL Se 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


g Letter 


5 
2 


1 


3.6 
2.6 
8.2 
ae 
1.6 
09 
0.7 
0.4 
1.6 


Level 1 


Level 2 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Word (stp 1 Text) (Sto 2 Text) [otal 
21.3 4.3 5.8 100 
Boas ebb 12.6 100 
Wi bear vie 93.57: 200 
oye sao 47.8 100 
mae te195 73.2 100 
whee oe 83.7 100 
23 6.7 89.3 100 
0.7 WV 93.0 100 
14.0 18.7 53.3 100 


READING TOOL 


read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 


Std | 
—e— 2006 


Std Il 
—i— 2007 


Std Ill 
—t— 2008 


Std | 


V 


—@— 2009 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


§ 607 
3 
Fat SS Olay 
O 
ss 40T 
30 at 1 + 1 | =p 
207 T de re 7 af — 
10 i Tr 1 | as | 
+ + — | — ms 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——e— 2006 =< 2007 ene 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO . 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009. 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy Srp) tee read words, can-read 

capital letters letters words sentences 1: eM iern belt sentences, % whe 

letters meaning of the can tell meaning 

words of the sentences 
I 27:5 35:5 20.7 10.9 5.4 100 I 59.3 99.5 
ll 7.6 2733 26.93 32607 S155: —— 200 ll 61.0 73.0 
ill ee AOD 4773-3 SB rt 2209" 1 400 lil 76.5 74.8 Sac ar one mamemberaes as 
IV 1.0 5.8 8.7 “4256, 420° = {60 IV 69.7 79.8 red | What is your name? | 
Vv Gee 42 262 8 aes. 63's" Abe V 73.1 85.2 | ‘This is a smadl Bae 
7 0.8 3.0 3.0% 4,9 TiO =>: TOO VI 62.1 87.9 | 
; i I like to read. 
Vil 0.6 19 ete 10.4 83:0" 706 Vil 64.2 89.1 _ mai 7 
u ; 
Vill 0.8 1.3 1.0 a3 87.6 100 Vill 69.9 90.1 an 
TOTAL 5.4 11.9 TO? 422;9 48.7 100 TOTAL 69.1 86.5 
118 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


Stp. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide _ Total 
I 13.6 40.7 Sek Seo 4.7 100 
il ek 15.6 47.9 26.0 8.4 100 
HH 0.9 meet 25.4 49.1 ES30 100 
IV 0.3 ee 12.4 44.9 39.3 100 
Vv 0.5 1.9 4.9 28.7 64.1 100 
Vi 0.4 oS 2.8 14.5 81.0 100 
Vil 0.1 0.4 2.4 13.0 84.1 100 
Vill 0.5 0.1 Le igh. 89.8 100 
TOTAL 2.4 9.0 16.7 239 48.1 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 - 


MATH TEST/ 70! SAMPLE(4 


MATHS TOOL 


HV 


de gs. forri 4 aft erf afte: 


iia ye, fri 4 


wet eri antic) 


aoa ert & mf ee mits 


we erat a wa en afer: 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (in GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD V- Vil) 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2007-2009 


100 


% Children 
| 


Std Ill Std IV 


—@— 2009 


Std | 
—F- 2007 


Std Il 
—te— 2008 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School | i ill IV V vi vis Vi 
Govt 1.4 2.0 3.4 RO AG AL 6.3 8.0 


2007 


R65 125 14.4) BRP TLE G61 22.6 23.1 

ee 6 48 T7AFe RS 84 102 = =«(9.9 
2009 - 

Pvt, 16.3 19.5 17.2 19.8 22.2 35.8 23.9 22.7 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 


2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
Oo 


40 
307 
204 r ; 
10 | 
Or a t - 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
2007 == 2008 92 = — 2009 
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TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stp | 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


2006 2007 2008 ~=——sé<is«S 0 


—@Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


Cuant 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
= 
4 


2006 


a 
2007 2008 
—@—Govt —@— Pvt 


2009 


CHART.11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 


2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 aS 2008 25> *8e° 2009 


CF TION : 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 


2007 


2008 
= Boys @ Girls 


2009 


FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


Of these fathers : 


% % % % 
Girls Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std IlI-V) 


Fathers’ 
Education Fathers 


out of can read level who can do 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more 


or more or more 
No Schooling se re 74.4 83.2 
Stp I-V 11.0 23 5.2 76.7 
Stp VI-VIII 17.8 TZ 78.6 78.9 
Stp IX-X 36.7 0.2 85.6 84.3 
ABOVE STD X 29.3 0.1 88.4 86.6 


- ASEFRI000 re inf j -education. Simila i 
NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers Education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 


and children. 


% % 
Children Children 
(Std Ill-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
canread attending 
tuition 
in English 
#47 4.6 
72.8 7.5 
aa Foz 
82.9 14.9 
86.8 17.4 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS 
AV \:]h ae eee eli bee Ved. ty tas 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
Std 1-IV/V : Primary BG) 394 313 erg enn 94.8 eRe 90.4 95.9 91.5 90.2 
Std I-VII/VIII : Primary + Upper Primary 6 Deine ae Sretcnldven attending 15.24 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total schools P28 950). -B30 ee ciildtes cttcnline 93.8 91.3 91.6 100 95.7 88.2 
Uterus wy Ctl 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 | TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES PAIIE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VII % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIl 
% Teachers attending (average) 70.8 88.5 90.8 57.9 89.6 84.8 Std Il class sitting with 


60.8 57.0 80.0 47.1 


% Schools with no teacher present 99 9.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 eo class 
t class sitting with 
another class 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 
ra 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


54.6 53.7 


% Schools with all teachers present 3,9 70.3 74.1 16.7 68.2 60.0 61,5; 333 


9g H Z a Z a 
% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIII School improvement & Std cai , Std pe 
aes : No. of % schools No. of % schools 
No facility 10.6 12.4 4.1 33.3 83 0.0 Sonaatuction 
a : : : ; ; ; schs Yes No  schs Yes No 
oa Pe 5 
: Facility but water not available 9.1 2.9 3.1 16.7 0.0 14.3 Whitewash 991. “801 19.9 16 (62.5 375 
Available 80.3 84.7 92.8 50.0 91.7 85.7 oa 384 dee eas) 17> Lz, Bae 
No facility Ath 357.2 33.3 27.3 47. eat of boundary” ay ee 72. 15 133: 2867 
@ 
= Facility but toilet not usable hots o se | 50,0 18.2 35.3 
= ; ‘ School Grants 
ie ahic 53.01.54.9 53.216 : ‘ ASER survey was carried out in N aF5( 
Midd l ass eee 2% pee One govt scien) Po ivie additional sale 
ceils 4 Benen ch dey 93.9 97.7 98.7 83.3 100 93.8 with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there = 5000 pa eee 3 
; classrooms. Upto 
TABLE. 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII aiiakd Sel than one govt school pee uTe Rs 10000 pa for 
ina village, then the school with grant 
No of schools visited 255 15 more than 3 
the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision visited. Hence the schools 
for girls toilets 31.4 66.7 AES 
F ; visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
Toilet locked 9.8 0.0 schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for nnd 
; school visits were generally RAED Si te 
“gl teak . Sie ae done either on a Saturday or a Rs. 500 pa per 
TLM grant 
Usable 31.8 4353 Monday. teacher 
| SCHOOL GRANTS | 
TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% PRIMARY 4 % UPPER PRIMARY Std I-VII/VII Std I-VIL/VII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING ought , cet ah phage clapeei No. of D No. of Don’t 
No. of Don’t No. o Don’t ENT GRANTS 0.0 on’t No. o on’ 
DIFFERENT GRANTS . sh Yes No ble schs | Y°S BO he ie DIFFER hig Meet PON kan (ache YOR! NO ey 
New classroom 564 16.0 Son cemiiee 150,°78.9 6.2 New classroom 13° 30,68 (Gem 70.0 12. 16.7 83.3 0,0 
Maintenance grant 286 88.5 8.0 3.5 240° 61,3 14.2 4.6 Maintenance grant 15 100 0.0 0.0 11 81.8 18.2 0.0 
Development grant 270 80.7 17.0 tie een 153 21.1) 3.6 Development grant 12 83.3 16.7 0.0 12 83.3 16.7 0.0 
peaches erent 289 93.8 4.5 1.7 238 87.0 9.2 3.8 ae. 15 86.7 13.3 0.0 12 75.0 25.0 0.0 
gran | 
Other grants 133 50.4 44.4 5.3 118 47.5 45.8 6.8 Other grants 7 ee meee). &. 25.0 75.0 Oe 
Note : No grant information was available for 8 schools out of 313 primary schools that Note : No grant information was available for 0 schools out of 17 upper primary se hools 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 


is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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gelus gta 
Table 19: Out OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS’ Stop I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp IIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
alge SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING | 


%Children %Children %Children %Children % Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std 1-1) (Std I-I)) (Std I-11) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VII1) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CANREAD- RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO ~ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
% 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
Bilaspur 94.3 0.1 23.9 6.4 89.7 94.2 96.8 92.1 Sica 85.9 45.6 
Chamba 89.1 25 (aes: 8.0 66.3 89.3 91.4 80.6 79.4 79.5 Bled 
Hamirpur 92.5 0.6 25:2 ieee! ois op 96.9 96.3 85.4 82.7 83.2 39.4 
Kangra 98.9 0.3 30.2 18.9 80.9 86.9 87.1 73.9 79.8 79.1 3 Fan 
Kinnaur 88.0 0.2 17.6 8.4 77.9 91.5 94.3 79.9 80.3 80.9 47.0 
Kullu* 100.0 Oe? eis wal 96.6 94.6 97.6 Siez 86.9 76.9 Sloe: 
Lahul & Spiti* 0.8 24.4 9.8 74.3 89.2 88.4 82.1 89.0 90.3 49.0 
Mandi 83.0 0.4 aed 4.4 88.1 95.7 98.9 86.0 85.5 85.7 ri | 
Shimla 96.8 0.2 231 3.9 98.8 97.3 95.6 93.6 92.0 88.2 64.3 
Sirmaur 98.0 Peal 16.5 4.9 89.2 81.7 79.4 TPL 75.0 (35 50.8 
Solan 972 0.7 13:6 2.8 95.4 93.4 95.4 83.7 88.2 80.6 48.0 
Una 98.1 0.7 20.8 25 83.7 86.3 83.7 79.1 72.6 81.2 3555 
Total 93.8 0.7 22.0 nl DP 85.8 91.5 92.1 82.5 82.4 81.8 43.4 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 14 OUT OF 14 DISTRICTS 


> EOL 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Total 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other AGH oh 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 65.8 32.0 0.4 1.8 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL = -68.1_—S—s.29.0 0.3 2.6 100 15 | | 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 64.8 33.5 0.5 1.2 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 64.4 33.9 0.6 1.1 od g 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 64.9 33.2 0.5 1.4 100 a | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 67.5 29.9 0.2 25: 2) (E00 : 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 66.1 31.9 0.1 2.0 100 ; 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 69.2 27.4 0.3 9.1m < OO 
AGE: 15-16 ALL =» 74.7. 20.0 0.2 5.2 100 0% ames : ) ania 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 75.5 20.2 0.2 4.2 100 nt antes ae ma 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 74.2, :19.7 0.1 6.1 100 Seg 10 NO Raia te» 22 


OTE: ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
{OT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME — TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN. IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


on F STD. 5 6 7 8-9 Oi eia ae) 43. 4k 15: IS ioe 
19.6 54.8 15.1 5.4 5.1 100 

507 T T 
iN 3.0 11.6 35.8 41.1 5.0 315 100 
“Sag r Hl 5.6 6-6, 3.7 Bree 4.0 100 
= 30} — IV 4.1 10.1 26.6 48.8 4.6 5.9 100 
4 V 3.2 9.1 39.4 32.7 9.6 6.0 100 
vl 2.9 9.5 24.1 50.8 7.1 5.6 100 
“he vil 5.7 7.8 25.7 42.4 12.1 5.5 1.0 100 
2006 2009 | vill 4.3 9.0 19.3 54.4 8.9 4.1 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 83.9% (36.7+37.3+9.9) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT. TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER) 
2006-2009 
70-— — > >.——-— - 1 
In School ee = - : rt: ] | 
oO & he : 
In balwadi In LKG/ oS 2 . 7 | 
4 UKG ? 5 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Zo 2Ae 
5 30 x 
AGE 3 36.8 14.6 48.6 100 20 
10 | 
‘ 100 | 
AGE 4 21.4 Luvk 57.4 0 -_ = | = oie 
Ace5 12.0 12.4 35.9 248 0.5 14.4 100 MAge3 “Aged 


j / < Ys) > > 20 4% 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 80.4 % 


Mct6 1.8 45. 36,7 323 0.6 4.2 100 “tenes 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 READING TOOL 


; Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Sp 2 Text) Total 


25.0 58.5 12.7 1.8 2.0 
ll 6.1 46.2 39.1 6.4 2.2 
lll 2% 20.8 46.3 24.9 5.6 
IV 0.6 9.1 43.3 34.0 13.1 
Vv 1.4 5.0 26.4 40.3 26.9 
vi 0.4 2.6 22.7 39.6 34.7 
vil 0.8 4 12.2 34.8 50.6 
Vill 0.3 1.1 8.6 29.1 61.0 
TOTAL 4.2 17.3 26.9 26.9 24.7 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto | - IV) 2006-2009 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


o 607 + + 
Do | 
= 507 — $ =f 
= A40ts =i t 7 
307 
207 
10+ 
07 T =e 


Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV 
—t— 2006 —il2007 =—t—2008 —@— 2009 


Reading Test (4) 


Std Il Level 


| Radha is ten years old. She eat umelt as 
lives in a small village. Her 
village is in the forest. It 
takes four days to walk to 
the town. Radha wants to enomecraers 
travel. She wants to see the 
world outside. Her mother 
_tells herto study well. When 
she is big, she can go to 


college in town. 


Std | Level 


He saw a large boat. 
He sat in the boat, 


and went to the other side. 


the river. 


NOTE: The test was also available in Hindi and Urdu. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 


Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


% Children 


Std IV Std V Std VI 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total 
Srp. read capital small simple easy 
capital letters letters words sentences 


letters 
I 30.5 34.4 19.6 8.2 7.4 100 
ll 11.4 24.8 28.8 252 9.8 100 
il 6.1 13.4 25.8 36.8 18.0 100 
IV 2af. 9.4 20.0 36.6 be 100 
Vv 1.9 a 13.8 35.0 41.8 100 
Vi 2.0 6.8 10.3 32.8 48.1 100 
Vil 1.8 3.9 6.7 29.3 58.4 100 
Vill 0.6 pes 4.3 ae FP 69.7 100 


TOTAL 6.5 io 16.1 28.9 36.3 100 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


STD. 


—@— 2006 “M2007 =—t—2008 =—@— 2009 


Std VII 


Of those who Of those who NGLISH TEST Sample (4) 
can read words, can read Pel etcetera 
- % who can tell sentences, % who So nes ang SN st oe 
meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
45.2 83.9 
42.0 67.5 
54.8 65.3 
43.1 cee Pe 
43.6 
70.7 This is a blue shirt. 
42.5 73.6 
boy man | I like to sleep. 
40.6 78.8 
box | Lhave a brother. 
50.5 78.9 - ed) 
45.3 74.5 SSeS cae vee meawneneen litemgovereonosrorceonn 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC: 


(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Stop. Nothing Sevens Subtract Divide Total 
1-9 11-99 aber recogni ‘hai aaontT ee mat 

i 23.4 50.5 22uk eae L2 100 

il 6.8 40.8 42.5 7.8 Dae 100 

iil 2.4 20.4 45.2 28.0 a9 100 

iV 0.8 9.6 46.2 52.3 4 iy HR 100 

Vv 0.4 6.9 32.1 37.0 23.6 100 

Vi 0.6 3.2 28.5 38.3 Pa 100 

Vil 0.6 19 17.0 36:5 44.0 100 

Vill 0.4 Tid ps 40.0 49.0 100 

TOTAL 4.0 16.1 30.7 23.3 20.9 100 
VOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who — a ea 
-an do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. _ 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9. . % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - bk 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Srp | - IV) 2007-2009 7 2007-2009 
70) Tr 1 70 } t 
5 607 @ 60 ] 
o 3 
a 50 f T T & 507 
se 407 | =a a 407 
30+ 30+ 
20+ 207 
10+ | 10+ | 
ot | 0+ + T T = a} 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—{- 2007 —te— 2008 —@— 2009 — - 2007 —*— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School 1! il iW IV 
Govt 6.0 5.4 6.5 Be BO: 11380, 120" are 
PvT. 130s eye ere 32.5 30,3 28:1) 339 
Govt 3.6 Sipoewne 14.7 19.3. 14.9 205° 22.0 
PvT. 12.5. tee 2517. 399.8 25.0 32.8 Z19 


Vv 


2007 


2009 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD IIl WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


70+ =r 70+ | 
5-40. 5 60} S 
= co} | 
= sot = 504 
O O 
se 407 xe 405 

307 30 aa 

20+ 20+ 

105 Ti T + 10 

0+ r t 4 Oo+ t ; t aaa 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 
—@— Govt —@— Pvt —@— Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD II] WHO CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 1007 
907 | L 4 90+ T iz r 
80+ + 77 80+ T i e? 
70+ + 70+ =| 
5 607 t t t © 60+ | 
2 | = sot : 4 + 
O o | 
x se 407 ie ] 
30 =a 
20 =—— 
10 —— 
2007 2008 2009.” Sak 2007 | 2008 | 2009 
@ Boys ® Girls = Boys ® Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % be Rs % "4s Mi 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Std III-V) (Std Ill-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1(Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 54.1 Zag 41.4 33,2 60.0 19.9 
Stp I-V aT Re: 45.0 50.3 72.8 14.9 
Sto VI-VIIl 8.0 2.8 49.9 51.7 68.1 22:2 
Stp IX-X 17.8 1:2 49.9 46.9 Tired 18.9 
ABovE STDX —16.5 1.5 61.1 60.3 77.4 37.6 oe 


: ae «nie 
NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers hee” 3 
and children. 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 | 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 68 115 81 
Std I-VIl/VIIl : Primary + Upper Primary cP 176-265 
Total schools 100 291: 5-346 


aN: 18 ae wees (ete ve) le a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 85.1 92.6 92.1 78.0 87.0 91.6 
% Schools with no teacher present 979 09.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 61.5 80.4 74.4 27.6 51.3 62.7 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


UN: ae Re) a ew dt) ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIll 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 86.6 81.4 86.7 81.6 83.5 90.0 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


OOo s4 0.0 3.4528 moe 


83,6. :68.2 83.5: 75.9 72.5 eee 


oP: 18 ee rae itch 71) ee \3-13-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
Std Il class sitting with 

eafnetiar clases 60.2 73.8 49.4 47.3 
Std IV class sitting with 

Uanthiey clases 53.0 72.2 37.0 41.9 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7: 18 eS 7 aes evel lele) me 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIIl 
3 No facility Dias Ao. 45.0 43.3. 45.5525, 
© Facility but water not available 11.8 9.3 1.3 6.7 9.7 3.4 
7 Available 36,6. 46.7 53.8 50.0. 46.8) 75:5 
No facility 67.6 42.7 40.0 40.6 34.6 11.8 
3 Facility but toilet not usable 13.2 8.7 16.3 15.6 13.1 18.3 
Usable 19.1'48.5 43.8 43.8 52.3 698 
ape paneer Cee 62.7 95.5 96.3 62.1 94.6 95.7 
Std I-IV/V Std I-VIl/ViIl 
No of schools visited 70 249 
% Schools with no separate provision 72.9 36.1 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 5.7 10.8= 
Toilet not usable 2.9 4.8 
Usable 18.6 48.2 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HIV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 
Construction No. of | %schools No.of %Schools 
schs_ Yes No schs_ Yes No 
Whitewash 7 6S 7 | 473-260. 662 ae 
eueection cUey 73%. 15.4 84.9 255 So aoe 
aay truction of boundary =5, 455 gag 255 11.4 88.6 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in avillage, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant teucher 


SCHOOL GRANTS : 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
bed Pisses Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING a —— 
No. of Don’t No. o on’ 
DIFFERENT GRANTS ne Ie Oe ache Yes: | No 


New classroom 7h vane 670 257 64° 4.7. 734 ZF 


Maintenance grant 76 60.5 17.1 22.4 67 56.7 26.9 16.4 
Development grant 77 61.0 20.8 18.2 66 60.6 21,2 18.2 


Teacher grant 8 68 63.2 23.5 13.2 
grant) 76 69.7 14.5 15.8 


Other grants ope vie | 21,2 4/7 12.8 72.3 149 


Note : No grant information was available for 11 schools out of 81 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


i td 1-VII/VIII. 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING Std I-VII/Vill ) Mi 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [CROs 7e No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom Fe ae esd, toa 240° 2:1 83.8 iki 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


Maintenance grant 261 80.5 7.7 11.9 246 78.1 9.8 12.2 
Development grant 252 77.8 9.5 12.7 245 75.9 11.0 13.1 


[eager syn jae B68 5S 7.8 242 83.5 7.9 8&7 
Other grants 213 64. 63.6 10.3. 201 35.5 SS tus 


NoTE : No grant information was available for 20 schools out of 265 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information, Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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Table 19: tote Saal oe TUITION MOTHERS Stp I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS Stp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS ~ 
BALWADI 


READING 
%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-II) (Std I-11) (Std I-11) (Std III-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIID who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ’ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
4 more or more ENGLISH or more 
Anantnag 19.4 a0 35.4 a6.) 65.6 93.1 88.6 fie 53.4 48.4 34.2 
Baramulla* 0.0 36.1 26.8 65.9 82.8 82.7 80.6 57.0 2.3 46.3 
Budgam | 47.2 17 Cw RS 2137 57.9 88.5 85.0 83.9 50.0 42.2 36.1 
Doda Pai 5.9 21.8 15.6 56.9 84.8 84.0 159 31.9 41.0 220 
Jammu 73.7 0.2 35.8 17.4 75.0 760.3 86.3 80.3 42.0 39.9 213 
Kargil 17.4 13 29.2 2552 55.0 83.2 7,5 79.8 53.9 55.4 38.1 
Kathua 66.3 1.4 30.6 25.6 64.9 74.8 80.1 64.2 51.9 45.9 16.4 
Kupwara* 3.4 33.6 28.5 49.6 90.1 90.4 Lint 57.4 52.8 36.9 
Leh (Ladakh) 66.7 0.5 34.3 9.9 67.3 90.4 91.0 89.3 50.0 Dhak 5355 
Poonch 19.5 1a 25.9 29.0 78.0 81.2 74.4 IGA 40.3 26.9 14.6 
Pulwama* 0.9 44.5 63.2 2255 92.3 85.3 59.9 60.4 154 
Rajauri 31.0 0.9 28.3 4.4 61,7 93.6 91:2 S17 38.0 42.6 64.4 
Srinagar 25.4 0.7 46.2 17.9 65.6 93.1 89.5 86.6 5552 44.2 36.1 
Udhampur 32.6 2.9 18.6 8.1 46.9 81.4 81.5 84.9 © Je il! 33.4 bee 
Total 45.5 1.8 32.0 21.3 63.4 85.4 85.8 80.2 48.6 45.7 30.6 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 21 OUT OF 22 DISTRICTS 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Age grou Govt. é Not in 

ge group ovt Pvt Other School 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 83.3 10.0 1.4 5.4 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 80.5 10.4 1.3 7.8 100 ap 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 84.9 9.3 1.5 4.4 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS- — 84.7 9.9 1.4 3.9 100 5 ol 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 85.3 8.5 1.4 4.8 100 0 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 80.6 10.9 1.1 7.5 1400 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 80.3 11.4 0.9 7.4 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 80.8 10.5 1.2 7.5) 400 | | 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 64.0 13.2 1.3 21.6 100 ot : 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 633 12.6 1.4 22:7 400 
memgee= 7-10 boys = 7-10 girls swe 11-14 boys ——@=—= 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 64.9 13.9 1.1 20.2. 100 


{OTE : ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME | TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 : % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


STD. 5 6 7 8 9- 10. 11. 12.13 728-75, oe rotal 
60 T : 
| 27.0 41.6 14.6 10.2 6.6 100 
50+ , r a T 
ll 3.9 (Spe eminem 7.9 8.1 bet 100 
tad) | | ill 4.0 9.9 36.1 19.7 17.4 48 5.3 2.9 100 
s 
= 30+ T IV 5.4 11.6 20.0 31.3 10.413.3 3.7 4.4 100 
U 
4 Vv 1.3 4.8 7.2 34.1 18.019.8 7.6 4.4 IF «200 
VI 4.2 13.6 18:6 37.0 12.5 8.3 42 1.7 100 
Vil 6.5 7.4 33.8 25.5 15.4 8.0 3.4 100 
‘ | | ; 
2006 2007 2 2008 2009 Vill 4.4 14.6 27.3 31.9 14.0 7.8 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 73.2% (36.1+19.7+17.4) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 
TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIPFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER) 
2006-2009 
70 
In School gh-4 
as 60 
In balwadi In LKG/ bn = 3 = 
Re UKG Sz 5 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Za | $40 
| 5 30 
AGE 3 64.7 2.7 32.6 100 3 20 
‘ 10 
22.3 100 ne — | 
-* Lae sig - 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE 5 ee | 26 47.0 6.6 1.6 Liiva 100 | B Age 3 Age 4 
« Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 91, 1% 
AGE 6 10.4 V0 Oe Fi 8.3 Lie 5.4 100 vilante 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


Level 1 Level 2 
Srp. Nothing Letter Word (Srp 1 Text) (Sto 2 Text) Total 


JHARKHAND ura «BB 


GEA St Gla en) 


a we 


l a 49.0 12.1 3.2 2.2 100 age @d © eka a | 
Il 1z3 40.8 30.5 11.2 a 100 Qh) dia ¥ wh axe vat} 
HT es 22.6 35.2 24.3 . 100 Ut ay wa an St os 
IV 2.4 12.1 22.7 31.0 31.7 100 S val A us ts Ba] 
V 1.1 65 167 279 47.8 100 TAAS VS A TAR SS | 
vl 0.7 4.4 10.2 20.3 64.4 100 S| Wea Fea wri _ 

am qu & 7a) ses 4 | 
vil 0.6 2.1 6.6 14.3 76.4 100 fafa Suh wéh: wre aah | 
Vill 0.6 5 2.9 12.4 82.7 100 eee qan ae ogee # | 
TOTAL 8.8 21.2 19.2 17.9 33.0 100 ei 8 wey Roser Oa3 | 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can i= I 


read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


Cuart 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CumoREN wHo CAN READ Sro ll Lever TEXT (im GOVT SCROOLS In 
Srp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


Cuart 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN wHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(tw GOVT SCHOOLS tN Std | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Uy Children 


C+ = C ed - *. iw 
Std | Std Std Std IN Std IV St 


—@—=2006 =i 2007 2008 —@— 2009 


c\ Std V Std \ 


ean aie 2006 —_—— 2007 — to 2008 —~e 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (Aut Scnoots) 2009 Excuse Toor 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL Scroots) 2009 
Cannot Can readCan read Can read Can read Total Of those who Of those who ENGLISH TEST Sampite Q) 

Sto. ead capital small simple easy Srp. 2" Tead words, can read —— 
capital letters letters words sentences ‘Se who can tell sentences, % who S : 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning Cc K Ss n p g | 

; = a words of the sentences ) 

58.2 29.1 8.5 2.8 1.4 100 53.1 45.3 Q F ’ e 

il 29.9 40.7 207 6.6 2.2 00 = 2 

= - — Z.2 100 ll 24.35 87.1 VW re) Z j r b 

16.9 31.3 301 17.6 4.1 100 i 61.6 78.8 Se 
9.0 20.4 30.0 29.7 10.9 100 IV 505 757 3 : 
Vv 5.1 14.6 27.5 34.7 18.1 100 V 5QR 71.2 hen old What is your name? | 
ra 4 ate s Pe sit Thisisabigbus | 
2.9 10.8 is. 38.2 30.1 100 Vl 61.5 74.5 
a > _— — = ans run fox i ike te sine. 
Vil ae 6.2 12. 32.1 46. 100 VII 67.3 73.3 : 

te, ‘ 22 a : ag il have sister. 

Vill 1.1 3.8 10.4 28.3 56.5 100 VII 64.0 73.2 ave a c 
Tora 19.2 225 20.5 214 16.5 100 TOTAL 61.5 75.6 —_ENEISSE —— neneTESEAT 


~ oe ae 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC , 
(Ait SCHOOLS) 2009 Matus TOOL 


Recognize Numbers 
Sto. Nothing Subtract Divide Total MATH TEST / HU SAMPLE(Z 
1-9 11-99 Te aA Wan, RATA — — 
1-9 11-069 
I 34,2 46.7 15.4 2.4 1.2 1 ; iv | 
” 5 7 76 58 de 67 B) 993¢ 
iN 11.3 40.3 36.1 10.1 2.3 100 J , }| = 35 4 | 
i 4.2 24.0 39.1 25.2 6.3 100 re 2S 69 || 99 84 73 | 
é “| -49 - 3% Sy 758C 
IV 1.7 11.7 30.6 38.3 17.7 100 ; Berns 
34 61 
yV 1.0 7.6 21.9 37.7 31.8 100 Kwik 5 J] 4s 31 
= S57 - 43 
0 3 33. : ( ( y) C 
vi 9.7 4.3 14.3 4 47.3 100 ry ee 7) 865 
vil 0.4 3.3 8.9 26.0 61.5 100 - , , : 
3 i ; 45 43 
vill 0.2 1.6 5.8 20.2 71.5 100 25 || 68 18 _ 24 a) esa 
TOTAL 3.6 21.1 23.7 23.0 23.6 100 | 


jOTE : Each cell snows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 


“ ale ‘ 4 t 44 ft) «- 4 4 e “ 
an do division, can alse recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME SS ‘CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS urto 9 % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (im GovT SCHOOLS in Srp IV-- VID) 
(16 GOVT SCHOOLS In StD I - IV) 2007-2009 Zo6 2007-2009 oS. 
100 90 —_ 
Go" 90 | 
20° 20 + 
75 IC - 
& 60- . 60 | ee 
Z 501 Z 50 _ 
© / 
#F 40 2 LO 
a 30 
I~ 20 +7 
At} oan = 
‘ Std Std Il ‘ Std IV Std IV Std V Std V Std Vil 
—f- 2007 te 2002 —@— 2009 —¥- 2007 —te— 2008 —@e 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 


BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 
Year School ] i i IV v vi Vil Vill 


Govt 13.4 14.5 17.3 19.6 198 246 23.3 29.7 
2007 ie 
Pyr, 329.9 38.7 39.5 49.4 44.9 458 38.9 46.7 
Govt 15.5 206 22.2 256 26.9 32.7 33.6 38.7 
2009 


PYT. 38.9 39.9 36.1 40.2 386 31.9 30.3 41.4 


NOTE ; The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learnir 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 


ig that children 


did not require payment. 


~~ 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD II] WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stp | 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


ND PRIVATE SCHOOLS 
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Facilitated 
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CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


100 1007 
905 T - 90 
80+ 807 
707 70+ 
5 60+ 5 60} 
3 5 
E 50+ fa 50 
xe 40 se 40+ 
305 30 
20+ “ 204 te 
107 + t | 10 - —— 
os 2006 2007 2008 2009 % 2006 2007 2008 2009 
=—@—Govt —@— Pvt —@—Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 10: % BoyYS AND GIRLS IN STD Ill wHo CAN READ AT 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


LEAST 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


% Children 


2008 
M@Boys ®Girls 


2007 


2008 
BBoys ®Girls 


2009 


TABLE 9: FATHERS ‘AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 
Fathers’ % % * % % a 
EAncation Rathare Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) who (Std iV-VIIl) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1 (Std1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 
or more or more in English 
No Schooling 42.3 8.6 49.1 43.5 L705 23.8 
Stp I-V 15.3 Bi/ 56.7 50.1 37.6 29.3 
Stp VI-VIII 74533 al 63.3 56.3 44.4 33.9 
Stp IX-X 19.0 1.9 65.1 60.6 48.4 40.2 
ABOVE STD X 8.1 1.4 78.4 67.9 61.4 44.9 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar 
and children. 


analyses can be done with mothers 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Facilitated by PRATHA 


TABLE 10: TOTAL 
eo ee CGEM TO ew lat Ty Cae 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
Std I- » Pri % Enrolled children attendi 
td I-IV/V : Primary 187. ase Son (averiees ye Pi 60,3 62.3 62:8 tee Ren led G 
Std 1-VII/VIII : Primary + Upper Pri % Schools with less than 50% 
ry + Upper Primary 122 300) i «327 enrolled children attending * 26.8 24.1 18.8 26:9 22.3 17.0 
Rat cchoole 309 546 521 % Schools with 75% or more 


enrolled children attending 25.7 24.1 29.7 20.2 24.5 25.6 


UPN: ]8 te Pee \e te ad |) U le a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE Healey 71) eae 514-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vii/ViI % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 

% Teachers attending (average) 83.4 92.3 91.0 78.6 85.0 86.2 Std Il class sitting with 

% Schools with no teacher present 11 090 0.0 1.7. 0.4 0.0 ee : part © ooe 
; class sitting wit 

% Schools with all teachers present 59.4 79.5 74.9 35.3 44.8 54.9 another class tee ao 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


BPN: 8 ae Sa Col dt eet ele) em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII School improvernent & Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 

__ No facility 33.5. 25.8 189 13,1)\98s)-6.0 cones CS 

s Facility but water not available 13.5 6.0 15.4 13.1 7.2 12.0 Whitewash 169 64.5 35.5° 297 Bie 182 
Available 53.0 68.2 65.7 73.8 87.0 82.0 repeaabee nie 167. 32.3: 677) Byes er 
No facility 69.7 59.7 43.5 27.0 18.8 20.6 bed of pounds 167 9.0 91.0 Monee eee aa 9 

Z Facility but toilet not usable 12.4 14.7 31.1 24.6 32.0 39.3 SoRBS REAR 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Usable 17.8 25.7 25.4 48.4 49.2 40.2 New Rs 2 lacs per 


Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school classrooms additional room 
Midday meal served on day with primary grades was visited 
of visit Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 


in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school ee ere 
s Rs 10000 pa for 


64.3 86.3 82.4 80.0 93.3 84.7 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 — Maintenance 


Std I-IV/V_ Std I-VII/VIII 


in a village, then the school with grant more dhan:3 
No of schools visited 164 282 the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision 54.9 32.6 visited. Hence the schools 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 


visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 


Toilet locked 7 Be 14.5" schools of the district. The grant 


. school visits were generally primary schs 
Toilet not usable 16.5 33.3 done either on a Saturday or a tiM erent Rs. 500 pa per 
Usable 16.5 19.5 Monday. arena 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-VII/VIII Std I-VIl/Vill 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [ie Of yes No Don’t No. of yas No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom Deomedao) 44.4 11,56 176 dOrs 16a 17.6 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of Don’t No. of Don’t 
DIFFERENT GRANTS adn Yes No Gwen. aCe Yes No prow 


New classroom 436 30.9 53.7 15.4 103 24,3 60.2 15.5 
Maintenance grant 141 60.3 29.1 10.6 107 39.3 47.7 13.1 
Development grant 147 70.8 15.7 13.6 104 44.2 40.4 15.4 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


TABLE 17: 
% PRIMARY 


Maintenance grant 264 73.5 13.6 12.9 182 45.6 39.6 14.8 
Development grant 257 75.1 11.7 13.2 181 48.6 37.0 14.4 


Teacher grant 3 84 10.3 183 49.7 39.3 10.9 
Gin eres 150 80.7 12.0 7.3 104 51.9 37.5 10.6 (TLM grant) 262 81.3 8.4 | | 9 ig 
Other grants oewe.6 63.5 14.3 31 3,2 83.9° 12.9 Other grants oF 23,0 68:5 18.5 75 8.0 7&7 17.3 
Note : No grant information was available for 43 schools out of 194 primary schools that Norte : No grant information was available for 60 schools out of 327 upper primary schools 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not that were visited. This could be because the head teac her was not present, register was 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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Seer ANGANWADI : 
- Table 19: OR OuT OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS Stop I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS Stp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
fo See BaLwap! | SCHOOL SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children % Children % Mothers % Children %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std IlI-V) (Std IlI-V) (Std Ill-V) 


—) 
< 
~ 
= 
a 
M 


Districts in out in IV-Vill) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO _ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
5 8 more or more ENGLISH or more 
Bokaro 82.3 2.5 koe 49.8 43.5 78.6 84.8 63.0 61.6 47.2 10.0 
Chaibasa 76.9 pla 8.4 19;5 54.7 62.6 Tait 44.7 48.5 47.6 12.8 
Chatra 65.4 9.2 4.8 41.4 54.9 (iz Arges 65.4 61.0 65.6 9.6 
Deoghar 76.3 1.3 9 38.2 18.5 80.5 Y be a ope | 51.8 49.6 se 
Dhanbad 73.8 52 20.1 54.1 69.9 81.7 81.2 64.8 68.4 61.8 Heys s 
Dumka 63.4 8.0 Le 42.6 527 85.3 80.8 46.6 50.8 46.4 4.5 
Giridih 81.0 2.2 2.5 38.3 59.8 1 bie y fa Ue 56.9 67.0 56.8 13,5 
Godda 88.2 AF 32 a152 56.4 90.7 90.7 (29 50.2 57.1 LT yf 
Gumla 83.9 8.0 19.3 6.1 64.7 66.8 69.2 45.0 44.7 48.1 a 
Hazaribagh 80.3 7 23.0 33.0 56.2 833 80.5 63.1 61.5 525 18.1 
Jamtara 95.4 2:3 Se 41.0 60.4 95:5 92.9 74.7 67.6 72.8 gH 
Koderma 94.9 0.3 3.8 47.2 (f-Pe) 86.6 86.8 67.0 83.8 84.0 33.0 
Latehar went | 2.6 6.6 ae 30.4 oe | oy. Ma 2415 44.6 40.4 1.9 
Lohardagga 93-1 2.4 8.2 16.2 45.3 80.6 78.5 61,5 64.7 B2eK. 10.5 
Pakur 47.4 7.4 3.8 42.2 34.3 82.1 iad S252 31.6 30.9 3.0 
Palamu 65.8 3.0 Aer £5. 36.5 foo 68.8 56.9 64.6 48.5 5.0 
Purbi Singhbhum 76.7 re 7.9 43.5 50.9 68.0 P20 AAO 27.4 23.8 8.0 
Ranchi 87.7 351 13.5 10.9 78.5 79.4 78.0 56.7 55-2 40.8 4.9 
Sahibganj 43.0 Psi Bis 8.4 37.8 46.0 58.8 69.1 42.5 325 25:3 4.2 
Saraikela P+. FP p24! 2.0 42.1 92.5 94.9 94.8 {2,5 88.3 86.0 19.4 
Simdega 81.1 6.4 3907. Sak 80.5 82.4 84.6 75.0 73.9 45.9 10.6 
Total tae 5.4 10.0 SY.1 50.7 Tied 11.2 55.9 57.5 51.3 10.6 


134 


ASER 2009 


Annual aT of Education Report 


CARNATAKA  rurat 


LL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 27 OUT OF 27 DISTRICTS 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 
ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 
e grou Govt. ‘ 
Age group ovt. Pvt Other School 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 79.4 16.8 0.7 cba tee | 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 77.2 16.8 0.7 5.3 100 a | 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 80.9 16.8 0.9 1.4 100 | 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 80.0 18.0 0.7 12h 00 5 ol | 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 81.9 15.6 1.0 1160: 400 0 | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 78.7 iG 0.6 5.1 - 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 78.8 16.5 0.6 4.1 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 78.6 14.7 0.6 6.1.2 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 63.6 20.3 0.6 15.5 100 
/ 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 63.2 20.4 0.9 45600 etO0 
memgee= 7-10 boyS == 7-10 girls seme 11-14 boys —mgye= 11-14 girls 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 64.2 20.4 0.3 15:9: 400 


ITE: ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
oT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


St). 5 -6.9¢ 766... 9 40: 11°12 13) 2h ee ee oe 


I 6.9 60.3 29.0 3.9 100 
i 0.6 5.5 37.2 50.4 6.3 100 
= | TT 0.9 4.8 31.1 57.1 6.1 100 
= 30: —- T IV 1.2 6.4 33.0 53.7 5.7 100 
4 50- be V 12 4.9 37.0 49.8 7.2 100 
| | vi a2 6.6 26.4 59.2 6.7 100 

10 Saeed | 
Vil 2.6 6.5 34.3 48.8 68 1.0 100 
2006 2007 2008 2009 vill 1.6 7.6 33.6 51.1 6.0 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 93.0% (4.8 + 31.1+57.1) children are in age group 7 


to 9. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


In School 
In balwadi In LKG/ 
anganwadi Une Govt. Pvt. Other 
AGE 3 83.0 5.1 
MGE4 = 892.3 12.6 
AGE 5 61.4 18.5 8.7 8.4 0.1 
AGE 6 10.6 6.0 60.8 19.9 0.6 


Not going 
anywhere 


— 
— 
=) 


Did 


hid 


Total 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


2006-2009 


10 ' 


2006 2007 


Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre 


villages. 


2008 . 2009 


mAge3 @ Age 4 


School presence has been recorded in 98,7 ° 


| | 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Z Level 1 Level 2 I 
Sto. Nothing Letter Word (Srp 1 Text) (Sto 2 Text) ota Std Il Level Std | Level 
| 20.8 50.4 20.8 Ss 2.8 100 Pe cmmmamammmannanmeammammeaee Ce BRE ges iy rer ees } 
rT Poets 7. 33.5 163 8.3 100 many Sox, He, ad, gaew || SOF SI Sac sews | 
: Bonosed aed send gesowod | aaa aonb aa) Gorky Saat 1 | 
ill 3.8 17.8 Sie 28.1 18.6 100 MdWIGH. Seda, 38,0 || 
zt 9.7 21.8 34.4 32.0 100 Heoisoms secingz3, aoc ox || 
Vv 2.0 6.0 15.2 29.5 47.2 100 BOod) aoc Bgocdda, Hace aga. || 
BG od BOSBQHOD BeremwssZy. 
5 Rey 4.0 10.5 27.8 56.5 100 ‘2 ielerh geanl cee Sond, 
Vil Ast 2.6 6.5 22:3 67.5 100 Sewadse am, eaicd Bea Bard 
vill 0.6 1.6 5.4 18.5 73.9 100 Sewsy, sadde wy wed ced 
Bx, S20@eKHOD BOowA. og 
TOTAL 4.7 ToT 18.2 23:3 38.7 100 awsaus. # 40d omnenaan 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can BOOBDWCCWSD. 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. ere 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II 
Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


707 T T ] 
= 60+ + + 1 © 607 
3 3 
E 50+ 1 5 507 
xs 407 xs 407 
307 30 
207 20 
10+ 104 — 
O- + r | if a 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
: —— 2006 —m—2007  —te— 2008 —g— 2009 —— 2006 —m— 2007 —w— 2008 —@— 2009 
eS So Ta | 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 
Of those who Of those who NGLISH TEST Sample (2) | 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 


ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy Bt. ee fe ty er can read cond SE I a 

capital letters letters words sentences _ _#wno can tell sentences, % who 

letters meaning of the can tell meaning 

words of the sentences 
I 63.0 259 a 8.4 4.5 2.0 100 | 58.8 68.6 
il 46.2 Dak 14.4 8.5 3.8 100 ll 54.2 78.4 
ill See est7 17.8 428 5.4 100 lil 58.9 79.7 oe : 
IV fee.) 260 - 17:9 9.2 100 IV 62.0 82.4 or | 
y 91 20.0 27.0 28. ate ei ¥ aS ae rat | | What is the time? 
vs ib meee Te | This is a red ball. 
‘ ; ; 30.2 30.1 100 Vi 64.8 77.6 ; 

vil fereei02) 14:9 30,1 > Gqeeaan vil 64.6 81.0 Fi ee 
Vili? Ee ers 116 89 25.0 sae vill 65.0 82.8 i eae 
TOTAL 21778 "2020.5 47.9: 20.1 19.82 ean TOTAL 64.1 80.7 Se asin se ermigne Ge ee 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


ALL E SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


Stp. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide Total 
l 23.9 50.6 21.6 wad 12 100 
il 10.0 31.4 45.7 Shey, La 100 
il 5.4 18.4 48.2 24.5 3.4 100 
IV 2.8 10.6 40.5 35.0 5 i Be 100 
V 2.6 6.6 FS Ps 39.8 Pat Nd 100 
Vi Bee. 4.9 22.4 42.0 29.5 100 
Vil 0.9 335 19.6 Fa | 38.7 100 
Vill 0.7 eee f7.3 mY is 48.8 100 
TOTAL 5.6 15.4 30.7 28.8 19.5 100 


OTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
in do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS. OVER TIME CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN: RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9. . % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN Govt SCHOOLS IN STD IV - Mil) 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stop | - IV) 2007-2009 : 2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
& 

% Children 


207 
10+ | 
+ 2 = 0+ J } 
Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—- 2007 te 2008 —@— 2009 —{i— 2007 —tk— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School |! i il IV 
Govt 7.1 10 9.5 wis 99 9.1 8.4 6.7 
PVT. 1516 "aero 6494 24.2. 16.5.° 13517 8.8 
Govt 5.0 lea 7.4 bt Se a! 7.6 8.5 6.2 
PVT. 20,4 sia cee.) 2019 20.7 26.4 24,7 The 


Vv vi vil 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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% Children 
Ww 
Oo 
n 


2006 


2007 2008 


—e—Govt —@—Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sro | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN Stp V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
Oo 
4. 


30 a a 

20+ ———— ee 

10+ + : 
0+ 


2007 2008 


—e—covt —ePvi 


2006 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2008 
Boys @Girls 


2009 


CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


2007 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about moth 


Fathers’ % 

Education Fathers 
No Schooling 35.6 
Stp I-V 17.5 
Srp VI-VIII 14.4 
Stp IX-X 19.2 
ABOVE STD X 13.5 
and children. 

138 


EDUCATION 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


% % % % % 
Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdlll-V) who (Std II-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 
or more or more in English 
a | 57.6 37.4 21.2 6.9 

2.4 64.9 46.6 253 6.7 
3.5 67.6 50.8 34.5 12.4 
2 68.9 52.8 39.7 14.7 
0.3 her 59.6 49.8 16.4 


Of these fathers : 


2008 
BBoys ®Girls 


FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


2009 


ers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 92 168 133 
Std I-Vil/Vill : Primary + Upper Primary 423 582) 5 623 
Total schools 515 [a0 ato 


a7 18 ae se Ne lt vad )\ (em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 78.3 91.6 94.6 78.3 85.0 91.7 
% Schools with no teacher present 7> 06 0.0 1.2 0.6 0.0 


Type of school 


% Schools with all teachers present 5¢ 9 76.1 84.1 24.9 43.3 62.1 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


oF: 18 ae @ TA) td ee Vad) ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/Vill 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 83.3 78.3 88.0 77.3 75.0 79.6 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


A 10.1175) ShGsZ mie: seeses 
75.8 66.1 84.1: 63.2 (643 70.0 


a7: 18 te Pee atch.y.\) a \-3-12-9 2005 2007 2009 2605 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


84.8 85.3 49.7 69.8 


$11 803 43.1 42.8 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7.\:) 8 eS Nol aol tm eve ele] am 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
% Schools with: Std I-VII/VIII 


Std I-IV/V 


No facility yao 28.5. 19.2. 15.8: Poe 220 


s Facility but water not available 5.4 4.4 88 7.6 8.2 7.0 
3 Available 66.3 66.9 72.0 76.6 75.4 81.0 
No facility Byoe 12,.03°11.5 102) aeons 
Z Facility but toilet not usable 98° 30.1 51.9: 20:1. 20-23 48-7 
Usable 5519. 7/.8 36.6 69.7) 74,6 45.8 
ssare shirts iid ges 83.7 97.0 93.9 79.4 98.6 90.2 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 


No of schools visited 119 585 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 42.0 24.8 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 29.4 26.7 
Toilet not usable 5.9 13.2 
Usable 22h 35.4 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs_ Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash 131 «83.2 16.8 610+ 380,0\2260 

Ae ofney 128 18.8 81.3 588 | 28,9 71.1 

- 

mail truction of bounderyit 55" %17.6 82.4 Sha) eee eee 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was Carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant teacher 


7 SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
icncous Maceninn Std FIV/V Std HIV/V 

purenent cRawrs | DOA aie a aay 
New classroom 8 (17.8 763 59.108 6.5833 10.2 


Maintenance grant 120 91.7 4.2 4.2 102 70.6 21.6 /,8 
Development grant 114 73.7 21.1 5.3 100 59.0 33.0 8.0 


Teacher grant 6 1.8 100 57.0 35.0 8.0 
ie rant) | 112 94.6 3.6 
Other grants ao 97.3 655 73 48 12.5 77.1 104 


Note : No grant information was available for 7 schools out of 133 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


ASER 2009 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-ViI/VII Std I-Vil/VIIl 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [DROME No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom Bi7 25s 71.7 2:6 475 Ts Sie a6 
Maintenance grant 587 92.2 4.4 3.4 499 81.6 13.6 4.8 


Development grant 558 82.8 13.4 3.8 477 73.0 21.4 5.7 


Teacher grant 484 79.6 16.1 4.3 
Other grants 319 43.9 51.1 5.0 270 31.1 61. 7.8 


Note : No grant information was available for 17 schools out of 623 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information, Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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Districts 


Bagalkot 
Bangalore 
Bangalore Rural 
Belgaum 
Bellary 

Bidar 

Bijapur 
Chamaraj Nagar 
Chikmagalur 
Chitradurga 
Dakshin Kannada 
Davanagere 
Dharwad 
Gadag 
Gulbarga 
Hassan 

Haveri 

Kodagu 

Kolar 

Koppal 

Mandya 
Mysore 

Raichur 
Shimoga 
Tumkur 

Udupi 

Uttar Kannada 
Total 


140 


% Children 


in 
anganwadi 

or 
pre-school 


98.7 
93.2 
100.0 
99.4 
88.3 
100.0 
82.3 
95.0 
89.0 
85.3 
85.4 
96.6 
91.5 
94.1 
iva 
93.7 
94.3 
100.0 
100.0 
89.0 
PEA 
92.0 
Tail 
87.6 
975 
88.8 
97.2 
92.1 


% Children 


out 


2.0 
15.8 


% Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) 


private 
school 


% Children % Mothers 


KARNATAKA ura 


3 PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWADI A : 
OuT OF PRIVATE MOTHERS 
: “Il: NING L L Stp IIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
seul Baiwaps | SCHOOL | scoot | "VT" [Reaping | 1D Ns SG [sm amwme ems 


%Children %Children %Children % Children %Children %Children 


(Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) = (Std I-Il) = (St III-V) (Std HIl-V) (Std Ill-V) 
IV-VIII) who who whoCAN  whoCAN who who who CAN 
attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION sentences 
classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
8.3 37.4 83.4 81.0 38.8 63.7 29.0 7.4 
37.8 70.1 87.5 O27 79.0 66.1 SE ORE 34.9 
16.8 Visa 98.3 85.7 64.1 64.6 72.6 14.7 
=| 46.7 85.3 84.3 34.6 66.0 a0 .3 a2 
6.9 30.4 82.8 794 41.9 44.7 29.8 6.8 
18.6 47.1 78.9 80.4 46.0 40.9 34.2 6.6 
19.0 43.0 81.9 74.9 50.0 65.1 51.3 8.6 
va f 67.8 ay, 86.7 18.8 78.5 48.8 2e5 
8.5 62.5 95.5 90.9 61.9 lee 46.2 14.9 
13.3 77.5 83.8 83.2 63.5 72.6 54.6 10.4 
4.2 77.9 95,1 96.5 Sid 82.6 59.3 15.4 
Tsk 80.0 84.7 86.6 60.5 59.3 37.8 13 
8.4 46.1 76.9 793 43.9 63.0 36.6 6.2 
9.0 63.5 84.0 81.4 45.8 64.2 50.0 7.8 
9.6 29.0 69.5 70.1 23.9 48.4 22.9 5.0 
6.2 60.7 90.9 88.1 43.2 69.3 50.0 io 
8.9 1939 85.7 85.3 ST 58.3 38.1 11.0 
4.7 67.9 7153 95.7 55.0 84.7 58.9 195 
12.6 77.6 92.8 88.2 45.5 RZ 539 i2 
5.5 35:5 77.4 75.2 35.0 41.5 coy. 6.9 
15.0 58.0 94.3 89.3 75.4 71.7 65.0 16.6 
12.7 83.2 82.7 82.7 ai .a fi3 48.5 16.2 
vis 153 76.7 69.4 23.2 37.0 29.3 3.1 
5.8 64.1 90.5 92.0 52.3 81.7 45.7 1155 
13.9 65.6 96.7 85.8 53.3 67.9 53:5 13.5 
4.6 82.5 93.0 {Pa 62.8 86.4 68.2 23:7 
2.2 65.0 98.0 96.6 31:7. 84.3 80.3 9.6 
10.1 56.9 85.7 83.3 45.7 64.0 46.0 10.3 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 14 OUT OF 14 DISTRICTS 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
; Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
‘% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009. 


Not in 
e ou < . 

Age group Govt Pvt Other Schaal 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 46.8 51.5 1:7 0.4 S00 
AGE: 7-16 ALL | 48.2 50.1 1.5 0.2 100 15 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 47.0 51.3 1.6 0.0 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 48.1 50.4 1.4 0.0 100 al 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 46.0 52.1 1.9 0.0 100 0 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 48.2 50.1 1.6 0:2,.5.800 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 47.3 51.2 5h 6:2. 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 49.4 48.6 1.8 0:2°3 160 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 51.5 47.2 0.8 0.5 100 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 49.8 48.9 0.7 0.6 100 
semgee= 7-10 DOYS mim 7-10 girls omg 11-14 boys mg 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 52.8 45.9 0.8 0.5 100 


NOTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 _ % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 
Sip. 5 °°6 = 72.8259. 10:11 “12: 13. 14, 38. aero 
1 18.7 59.4 17.2 — 4.7 100 
il 0.1 15.0 62.0 17.6 5.3 100 
& il 0.7 12.2 65.0 19.5 2.6 100 
xs 
z IV 0.4 11.0 63.6 22.1 3.0 100 
U 
% V 1.3 12.8 65.2 17.7 ce 100 
Vi 1.3 12.6 55.5 25.8 4.8 100 
Vil 1.6 11.1 63.8 21.2 2.3 100 
Vill 0.7 0.6 15.1 67.1 14.4 2.0 100 
How to read the table: In Std Ill, 96.7% (12.2 +65.0+19.5) children are in age group 
7 to 9. 
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 3 
TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES. OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER) 
2006-2009 
70+ — ~—-— + -- —+——-- 
In School 4 : w 4 eee ae 
° £ i] | 
In balwadi In LKG/ bo = 3 50 | Saoeieeniet | 
oc D | ‘ 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other Za £40) | 
= 30 = 
AGE 3 59.0 11.8 29.2 100 & 20 
10+ 
5 100 | | 
AGES 47.7 46.8 Sia 04 OnOG eone SnOR SDD 
AGE 5 14.6 339° cobs 33.8 0.7 2.2 100 mAge3 ® Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 99.7 % 
AGE 6 villages 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 
TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 : READING TOOL 


Level 1 Level 2 


. Nothing Letter Word Total 
ash : (Sto . Text) (S1p Text) Std Il Level Std | Level 
| 3.9 28.7 42.7 1502 9.6 100 Po ee > anole onan 
ll 27 11.8 33.2 26.6 Zo. 100 UENHWI@) ancanogayené. GHPH}BB alas. Geology 
agyco) MOOWIE! 
mM Som e73. 18.6 30.7 42.9 100 Pekan cial BoseaZo Me! Mloaro 
— AHDLPAUBBAA}o gasisDo. 
IV 0.8 Sa At 25.8 59.2 100 ee erms® emotes. Bake es a 
; i : : : aNlesonas aemanayend. asaiod o Ge CO) MSM). 
Vv 0.5 2.6 3 17.9 tio 100 MmMjo GOB jA090 AsO} 
ANNNYABANO asl MlossBsgoend. 
Vi 0.4 chs 4.8 16.4 77.0 100 alLI@@o ail\messgoend GRAIDIOS 
AMOA}ABC. 21 6OB103 McM}0 
Vil 0.5 1.4 x SF a Re) 81.7 100 omc ayslenomoens anmionacs 
Vill 0.3 0.5 2.0 ae a 86.1 100 UMD. GO MJsoonow 
COM 1ajHBjo AN6NB}GBjo 
TOTAL pe | 6.5 14.4 19.6 58.5 100 F UOMIENS. aH_pas@jo Hasislmjos 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved bya child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 
100 ] 

90 iG | [ 

80] a 

701, | % 
5 rt mg +4 + .o + & 
no) tee 
= 30% aE 7 | = 
oO Oo 
& 407 E ae 

307 5 + 1 T 

207 —J | r 7 | 

10+ : + ! t 10+ mt | A a 

i | | | 
07 Ui dhe | | | =e os = 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—— 20 _— —_— 
06 2007 2008 =—=-@— 2009 | —— 2006 —w— 2007 —w—= 2008 + —g— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH : 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO | 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOoOLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Sto. ‘ead capital small simple easy eps a road words, nt Tene 
capital letters letters words sentences * % who can tell ' sentences, % who 
attere meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
I 15.4 22.4 20.0 29.8 12.4 100 I 70.6 Pee 
ll 8.4 15.8 19.9 35.4 20.5 100 Il F2un 85.2 
ill 6.3 5 ie Fe 14.7 38.2 Ltt 100 ill 75.1 81.7 
IV 5 ; : 
i te Te2 Lt.0 36.1 42.5 100 IV 83.6 88.4 | What is your name? 
Vv 2.0 5.4 6.0 32. | 
2 54.5 100 Vv Liat, 92.9 | This is a small bag. 
vi 39 2.9 4.1 26.59) Sse aan vi 78.9 92.5 Pike ei eaid 
/ e to read. 
Vil 1.6 ae c Fi, 18.8 74.0 100 Vil 71.6 92.7 | 
|Iha ther. 
Vill 107 , Rees 19 14.0 81.2 100 Vill WAS ¢ Ske if Caio | to apes 
Toven Pome ee 006 28:7 a6 400° «| Tora 76.5 90.9 SSoerwemeeweennnes fSSeremenmmvoncome 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN. DO ARITHMETIC 
(Aut SCHOOLS) 2009 


_ Recognize Numbers 
Stp. Nothing 


Subtract Divide _ Total 


1-9 11-99 
! 5.6 26.0 53.6 10.2 4.6 100 
il 2.5 97 S122 31.8 4.9 100 
iil iz . 4,1 aR Le ee 7.4 100 
IV qua 2.8 18.9 52.6 24.5 100 
Vv 0.9 2.0 bere 39.6 45.4 100 
Vi 0.8 ra 237 30.2 58,1 100 
Vil 0.9 Ls da 24.0 66.3 100 
Vill 0.3 0.8 Pe 18.0 75.6 100 
TOTAL 1.5 5.4 22.4 33.3 S/in 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN.WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


% Children 


Std Ill Std IV 


—@— 2009 


Std Il 
—a— 2008 


Std | 
— fi 2007 
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MATHS TOOL 


anbelersns 
(a yombernras) 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN Govt SCHOOLS IN STD IV - Vil) 
2007-2009 


100 [ = 4 T 


% Children 
Ww 
(= 
iS 


40 
30 
207 
107 
O+ 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std Vil 
—i- 2007 —#tre— 2008 —@— 2009 


TUITION 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 


BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 
] il i IV Vv Vi Vil vill 


Year School 
GOvY (25.2. S277 e090 36.8 39.6 42.0 824 
PVT. (20-8. tame eee ess.6 39.2 38.8 35.8") 617 
Govr 21.4 *S3.17 wi. O44 41.8 34.2 35.1 AiS 
PvT. 23.7 328 ene. S55 43.0 43.1 42.6 478 


2007 


2009 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. in both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stp | | 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


5 60-4 5 a: + d 
3 5 
E 4 5So+ 4 PJ 
x 40 45 T T = 
30+ 
20+ | 
| 
10 T of : 
0+ a : r -- = 
2006 2007 2008 2009 
—e— Govt Pvt 
EE 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 2009.ti‘«; 2007 2008 2009 
@ Boys ® Girls @ Boys @ Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


% % % % % 
Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIlIl-V) who (Std IllI-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 

school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


Fathers’ % 
Education Fathers 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling a3 0.8 79.6 62.2 oe. 14.6 
Stp |-V 1.3 0.2 76.8 = be 55.8 19.6 
Srp Vi-VIll 19.2 0.2 80.4 Tike 70.1 33.0 
Stp IX-X 47.8 0.0 83.5 78.4 82.3 48.0 
ABOVE STD X 20.4 0.0 88.7 86.1 89.5 47.6 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. . 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 95 127) (W176 
Std I-VII/VII : Primary + Upper Primary 132 64 79 
Total schools 227 194, 73255 


a7\:)8 ae Se ete vet) am 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 


% Teachers attending (average) 85.9 90.2 87.0 84.1 87.7 90.9 
% Schools with no teacher present 16 00 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 594 594 56.6 35.6 39.0 46.3 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


a7 N18 ae we TT) 4 ee vais) ta 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
% Enrolled children attending 
Gverage) 94.9 90.0 91.9 95.2 91.5 91.7 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


OrO ees.6-. -0.6.. ° 0.0) ae 


97.8:/93.7. 96.4..99.2 92:9 a4 


we N=] 8 ow hae CU ch -y\) aa 03-42-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VII 


% Of schools in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 4.5 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


3.9. 4.0 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


BV.\:) 6 ae Ota 7 a tee ete [ole] em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
4 No facility eee >) 24! 3.8 - 0.0) 257 
a Facility but water not available 6.5 1.7 66 5.4 0.0 1.4 
r Available 86.0 93.3 91.0 90.8 100 95.9 

No facility Baeza eos 20.0) 253. 41.7. 20,0 
ie Facility but toilet not usable Boog 0e 29.0. 3.8, 0.0, 22.8 
- Usable SG O92) /G.4 93.9 983) LZ 
pal Ree rerved on sey 92.4 99.2 100 95.3 96.6 100 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 © Std I-IV/V_ Std I-VII/VIII 


No of schools visited 165 77 


% Schools with no separate provision 42 0.0 
for girls toilets ; : 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 6.7 52. 
Toilet not usable 28.5 28.6 
Useble 60.6 66.2 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 
Std I-ViI/VIll 


Std I-IV/V 
% schools No. of % schools 


School improvement & 
Construction No. of 


schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash aleve; PF 73h 07pm he es} 74 19:7 2203 
Construction of new 
classroom oy eel de 5.2. 66 31.87) 26Siz 
Adie as of boundary 453 30.7 69.3 65 385 61.5 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 

done either on a Saturday or a TM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 17: B April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
schools: Micenii Sta VIN Std HIV/V 

ourenenr ceants ORI cH ae aay 
New classroom 447 pee a. 85K 78.8 118 


Maintenance grant 146 89.0 7.5 3.4 98 78.6 15:3: Ga 
Development grant 134 83.6 9.7 ms? 68.0 23./ a2 


Teacher grant 2, 9 90.9 4.0 5.1 
ita eran 150 97.3 0.00 2.7 9 
Other grants 75 49.3 38.7 12.0 51 41.2 47.1 11.8 


Note : No grant information was available for 17 schools out of 176 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-Vil/VII Std I-Vil/VII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS No. of Yes No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


New classroom 5h 27s ee ei. 65510C 13.7 765 We 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


Maintenance grant 65 87.7 9.2 3.1 48 70.8 22,9 6 
Development grant 62 91.9 65 1.6 42 76,2 14,3 9.5 


Teacher grant $844 51 78.4 17.7 3.9 
arpa ie 71 (95.8 2. ! 
Other grants 27 «466 462 7.4 #+%18 27.8 667 3.6 


Norte : No grant information was available for 3 schools out of 79 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator, 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWADI! : ‘ 
QuT OF PRIVATE MOTHERS ; 
: -Il : EVELS Stp III-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
es: BALWAD! scuoot | schoot |!" | Reapinc ee ee | Seo: Lene seis 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children % Children %Children %Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-II) (Std I-ll) ~— (Std IllI-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
: more or more ENGLISH or more 
Alappuzha 98.5 0.2 46.9 68.4 98.1 5 es 96.5 93.9 81.4 76.3 42.0 
Ernakulam 97.1 0.0 68.0 46.1 99.0 98.9 87.2 89.0 83.7 78.9 bie 8 
Idukki 95.2 0.2 58.2 20.9 fe! 95.2 95.8 86.8 1333 68.1 32:5 
Kannur 70.0 0.0 60.3 1 oe 96.9 99.3 29:33 92:5 89.6 82.9 35.6 
Kasaragod 79.3 0.5 30.5 8.3 94.4 94.7 93.0 74.0 83.5 68.1 35.6 
Kollam 91.0 0.0 72.0 74.1 oo 5 100.0 99.0 O51 tn Fae 88.0 63.0 
Kottayam 90.4 0.3 76.1 38.5 99.1 100.0 99.2 94.4 84.9 7 ie al 56.8 
Kozhikode 85.0 0.0 aad 19.6 97.4 100.0 O72 81.4 87.1 74.6 32,4 
Malappuram 69.7 0.0 36.8 16.9 96.3 95.2 97.8 84.5 82.4 63.3 29.0 
Palakkad 87.7 0.3 30.7 33.6 94.3 94.2 94.9 81.1 76.1 70.4 354 
Pathanamthitta 98.3 0.1 60.3 56.1 97.5 96.2 93.8 88.5 80.2 81.0 38.3 
Thiruvananthapuram 91.4 0.0 39.2 69.1 98.3 99.2 97.6 96.1 81.7 81.4 49.8 
Thrissur 72.7 0.0 59.7 50.2 97.6 91.5 92.5 87.7 81.6 80.1 50.5 
Wayanad 89.7 0.0 44.9 8.8 de o3:9 fe Fall 76.8 82.6 62.6 28.6 
Total 85.9 0.1 51.5 40.6 97.5 96.7 96.0 88.2 83.0 L>.5 42.4 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 45 OUT OF 45 DISTRICTS 


Annual een of Education Report 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF 


SCHOOLS 2009 beet 
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other ane 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 81.9 14.8 1.0 23 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 80.2 14.8 0.8 4.2 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 82.3 14.8 1.4 1.5 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 81.3 15.9 i) 1.6 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 83.7 13.3 1.6 1.4 
AGE: 11-14 ALL Si5 14.4 0.4 SH. 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 80.0 16.1 0.4 Bie: 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 83.5 42:2 0.4 3.9 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 70.3 15.8 0.1 ee, 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 69.9) i aes 0.1 12.6 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 71.0 13.4 0.1 BSS 


NOTE: ‘otHer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


% Children 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


% Children 


2006 2007 2008 2009 


memgee= 7-10 boys ——tje= 7-10 girls mgm 11-14 boys =—gye= 11-14 girls 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Sto. 5: 6 7 °8 @AAG te 42: 43:14 15> 36: em 


| 30°54: 52.3; Lit : 6.3 100 
Il 3.0: 17.4: 39.1 29.9 O52 5.3 100 
Hl 2.8 10.1 47.4 26.9 8.3 4.5 100 
IV USE: 14.9 31.3 37.4 6.1 4.5 2.8 100 
Vv 4.5 7.3 45.4 243) 1201. 3.3 3.4 100 
Vi 2.8 11.2 25.5424 10.1. 5.3 ZF. 100 
Vil 4.3 5.7 38.7 30.0 13.8 5.4 2.1 100 
Vill 335 10.1 26.1 37.2 14.0 9.1 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 82.6% (47.4+26.9+8.3) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER) 


2006-2009 


In School bo 2 

= & 

i oc 

In balwadi In LKG/ % = 

er UKG Se 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Zo 

AGE 3 Val iL gas 
AGE G 81.7 8.5 9.8 
AGE 5 28.8 6.1 45.0 14.6 Lis Az 
AGE 6 3.5 1 OVA 76.1 15.4 1.6 1.6 


ASER 2009 


Total 


oO — = > = - ~~ 7 ———s 
| 
60+ a : —— = 
50 - { 
sy 
£40 
aS) 
= 
= 30 
& 20 er 
‘i bry SAN 
10 ae - 
4 _ oe Eo 
2006 2007 2008 2009 
mAge3 @ Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 95.1 % 
villages. 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 


I fp 592 PA 5.2 220:ac 9 LOO 
ll a2 24.5 47.4 20.4 6.3 100 
ill 0% 5.6 18.2 48.6 Page| 100 

0.4 Ps 7.0 34.3 56.1 100 
Vv 0.1 1.0 3.3 18.2 {7.3 100 

0.2 0.4 1.6 10.6 87.3 100 
Vil 0.1 0.6 0.8 6.5 91.9 200 
Vill 0.1 0.2 0.4 4.3 94.9 100 
TOTAL 1.4 123 13.6 19.4 33.4. -. 100 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART.5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 . 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO. CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


5 607 F t D 
8 50 = 
— + po t }_ — 
5 6 
407 — 1 r 2 
307- t zi 
207 
10+ 
0+ - —— 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—o— 2006 —m—2007 =e 2008 —g— 2009 ’ —e— 2006 = —m— 2007 == 2008 9g 2009 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO: 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 : COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Srp. ‘ead capital small simple easy Srp; ae bey havens can read SS pe eee net as 
capital letters letters words sentences © who can tell sentences, % who 
(attare meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
I 39.1 43.3 13.3 3.4 0.9 100 I 54.3 77.0 
il 18.9 40.2 29.1 LORZ 1.6 100 ll 59.1 77s 
ill 8.5 26.4 P| 26.1 7.0 100 tl 66.3 74,3 
2164 27.4 See Oc 61.8 82.3 : a, ae aie : ae al 
a ‘hat is the ti ? 
Vv 2.5 10.5 18.5 39.0 29.6 100 V 68.9 82.3 ne: 
| This is a blue shirt. 
Vi 1:9 a3 225 3555 44.8 100 Vi 68.8 Bins boy | 
y P I lik sleep. 
VII 1.2 of 6.6 327.2 55.882 100 vil 69.2 85.6 Sie > ae 
Vill 1.0 3.0 4.2 24.7 67.1 100 Vill 70.6 85.7 a ies 
TAR ee 9S BF ARIS 8? GER 100 TOTAL 66.8 83.4 PR ecarieiannammee 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC. 
(ALE ene 2009 


‘sro. Nothing a bs sere Subtract Divide Total 

I 9.2 60.8 24.9 Pi LZ 100 74 

4 1.9 27.4 51.2 16.2 33 100 38 

Mii he: 7.25) aes 49.6 183°" aie 47 

IV 0.4 3.0 1231 40.3 44,2 100 2 

Vv 0.3 id 6.1 Zt 66.4 100 41 32 

vi 0.3 0.6 3.2 19.0 76.9 100 een tS 

Vil 0.2 0.8 bey 13.6 83.8 100 36 68 

Vill 0.1 0.2 0.9 8.9 89.8 100 -18 - 49 

TOTAL ee 4 13.3 16.2 22.8 45.9 100 | —t i. : 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who oe 7 


can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9. 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Srp IV - ee 


2007-2009 


1007 | pal a. 
907 | 7 
80+ 807 
707 = T | 704 
o | 3 
= 507 ae op T ++ a 50+ 
(@) | O 
a 407 ae T 3 407 
30+ + — | 304 
20} ; = . 20+ 
1 + + 104 | + 4 
| | 
Ot i Ort T t 
Std | Std II Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
— {2007 —tr— 2008 —@— 2009 — 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School 


IV Vv 


vi Vil 


Govt 3.0 4. Dek Oo 5.0. 7.6 9.3 11.4 
oat Or 12.8 13.5 470.719 208 23,7 23.7 306 
Govt 4.6 64 8.8 W206 11.8 13.4. 165 
-? ie, | 45,7 270 eee eee 20.9. 29.5. 33.3 35:4 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 


did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHO CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


1007 ; 
90 1 
805 
70+ 
5 60} - 2 | | 
3 iS) | 
eS 50+ = ie {—— is 50 
se 404 . — se 404 - + 
30 1 - 30+ | | 
20 +——+— . — 20 | 
10 t ‘jee | a ~ 10+ ' 
— — +—__1— 0+ ~ : 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 
—@—Govt —@— Pvt —@—Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD III wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
StpD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 
904 | 


% Children 
% Children 


2007 2008 2009 


2007 “ear 710) 6, a) ene a 2009 
mBoys m@ Girls @ Boys &® Girls | 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


% % % % % 
Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to 14 (Stdill-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 

school 1(Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


Fathers’ % 
Education Fathers 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 34.3 4.5 85.6 79.6 47.5 11.0 
Stp I-V 18.0 23 86.5 Bi33 49.8 11.6 
Stp VI-VIII 19.5 1.6 88.1 82.6 52.3 13.8 
Stp IX-X 13.4 0.6 89.1 83.1 56.2 20.0 
ABOVE STD X 14.8 0.6 91.6 86.0 62.3 24.2 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: ‘ 
0: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S Vaiaty tas 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vill 

Std I-IV/V : Primary 468 921 928 CEG enema enoero 67.9 69.4 oad ome 

Std I-VII/VIIl : Primary + Upper Primary 194: 394.0 aes siplicd-childven atenainee 15.3 14.9 12.1 10.9 19.6 13.8 
: 

Total schools 662 -1255 fa74 ites ciildver seca 737.5; 35.5 (43.2 366 Gee 
TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PAE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 Ue ere hilt yaar Cee 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VII % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-ViI/VIII 

% Teachers attending (average) 86.9 91.3 92.6 79.6 85.4 89.8 Std Il class sitting with 

% Schools with no teacher present 39 09.0 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.0 another class a tO eae 

% Schools with all teachers present 77.4 76.9 79.8 46.9 50.7 63.8 ner csso et ee pap 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7 :18 eC Se Nei ete [ole] 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


a Schools with: Std !-IV/V Std I-VIt/VIII School improvement & : = ait - = aes 
ae Construction 0.0 % schools ~ No. o % schools 
. No facility epee.) 15.2 19:7 14.5 9.0 schs Yes No schs Yes No 
S Facility but water not available 14.3 9.1 8.6 10.9 7.0 9.0 Whitewash 849 78.2 21.8 304 78.0 22.0 
: Construction of new 

Available 62.6 72.9 78.2 69.4 78.5 82.0 classroom 829° 17.5. 82.5° 300: 28.7, 7a 

No facility 53.8 34.2 22.9 44.0 32.4 21.0 Sentai of boundary’ Posi ids 67.5. 298 16.8 eee 
ei ; 
2 Facility but toilet not usable 18.7 15.8 28.0 16.2 15.8 22.2 SeHsOLGTIRS 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 


75.5 96.3 91.3 82.5 93.4 91.9 with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 _ Std |-IV/V Std I-VII/VII was more'than one BOvESCHOGH:, = aE?) ere coaee 
: in a village, then the school with grant 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Usable 27-5) 50,0: 49,1 39.8 51.8 56:8 


Midday meal served on day 
of visit 


more than 3 
No of schools visited 716 292 the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision 52.7 pee visited. Hence the schools 
mor gins toitets visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
Toilet locked 7.0 be schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for ea 
school visits were generally Meta i 
Toilet not usable a ae done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Usable 25.7 33.9 Monday. | teacher 
7 - SCHOOL GRANTS | 
TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
7 VRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V Fr tai se eter tn Std 1-ViI/VIII Std 1-VII/VIIL 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING SCHOOLS RECEIVING ; ; Sane NG. OF Tone 
# ‘ +0 . 
DIFFERENT GRANTS wn y Yes No faite ota Yes No en DIFFERENT GRANTS [AeRaGin iL Riek habs aL SET 
New classroom 794 10.6 76.5 13.0 657 6.1 78.8 15.1 New classroom 279 11.8 75.6 12.5 243 66 79.0 14.4 
Maintenance grant 833 64.2 24.1 11.6 668 32.9 52.0 15.1 Maintenance grant 291 67.7 21.7 10.7 244 36.1 51.6 12.3 
Development grant 772 48.5 39.0 12.6 638 27.3 58.0 14.7 Development grant 264 43.9 42.8 13.3 230 24.8 60.4 14.8 
Teacher grant 10.3 8.3 242 50.8 40.1 9.1 
WM eran 825 80.1 12.0 7.9 663 43.9 43.1 13.0 (TLM grant) 291 81.4 3 23 hi 
Other grants 438 16.7 68.0 15.3 390 10.3 74.1 15.6 Other grants 173 21.4 64.2 14.5 149 8.7 72.5 18.8 
Norte ;: No grant information was available for 103 schools out of 928 primary schools that Note : No grant information was available for 45 schools out of 343 upper primary schools 


were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 


available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
Table 19: ae Our OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS’ Srp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Srp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
pepe Batwapi | SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-ll) (Std I-Il) (Std I-11) (Std Ill-V) (Std IlI-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIID) who who who CAN who CAN who who 

anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION _ sente 

z pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more 

; more or more ENGLISH or more = 

Balaghat 86.5 2.6 15.0 8.1 74.0 96.1 92.3 82.2 72.7 57.2 11.8 
Barwani 82.0 1.4 9.4 1.6 30.4 99.6 99.6 56.1 96.7 93.5 8.6 
Betul 100.0 2.0 8.8 5.5 39.6 97.6 97.2 73.2 97.1 96.3 9.9 
Bhind 94.8 1.5 19.0 9.1 82.9 97.3 98.6 85.6 83.8 81.4 2.0 
Bhopal 96.4 0.8 17.1 10.6 33.1 99.4 98.5 75.5 98.0 96.8 274 
Chhatarpur 95.2 0.3 13.3 24.7 37.6 95.7 96.4 69.7 87.4 78.0 9.9 
Chhindwara 92.0 1.2 12.1 9.6 50.8 66.9 73.7 39.3 45.2 35.1 6.2 
Damoh 80.3 5.1 5.3 7.9 52.9 72.6 79.2 56.6 62.6 51.3 9.9 
Datia 99.0 0.4 9.3 75.4 58.9 99.5 99.5 90.7 82.1 80.6 28.7 
Dewas 87.2 1.0 42.7 10.5 41.2 99.4 98.9 64.4 97.9 97.9 9.5 
Dhar 82.8 1.5 25.7 10.6 32.1 98.6 98.6 66.7 96.2 93.7 22.6 
Dindori 99.3 1.3 5.0 23 44.6 97.3 93.3 72.0 86.6 73.9 9.3 
East Nimar 98.9 1.0 17.8 32.1 67.9 99.5 99.5 82.3 97.3 97.8 39.6 
Guna* 0.6 3.5 29.3 15.1 98.2 97.1 91.2 91.5 82.7 5.7 
Gwalior 75.5 0.2 17.0 36.3 40.6 99.1 97.7 50.9 63.8 51.3 8.5 
Harda 69.6 2.4 22.5 14.9 39.9 98.4 95.1 49.2 90.2 86.9 15.2 
Hoshangabad 90.7 2.4 21.3 14.5 46.9 97.7 94.9 52.2 96.3 92.8 10.9 
Indore 87.6 1.8 36.3 9.5 49.7 100.0 98.2 72.5 98.9 96.9 17.6 
Jabalpur 91.0 0.9 15.8 4.0 46.0 94:9 94.6 - 77.0 93.6 81.6 8.9 
Jhabua 62.9 23.1 2.9 2.3 7.0 81.1 73.7 43.5 57.0 42.5 11.4 
Katni 97.7 2.4 9.8 6.1 30.3 94.4 92.7 83.7 84.0 80.3 238 
Mandla 79.4 2.7 8.3 4.2 34.6 95.8 91.7 38.0 86.5 71.7 2.4 
Mandsaur 98.7 1.4 27.6 11.0 38.9 95.2 91.3 64.1 86.2 85.4 5.4 
Morena 98.7 1.6 18.7 40.7 63.7 97.7 97.3 84.2 95.3 90.4 233 
Narsinpur . 82.8 1.8 27.4 8.5 45.8 90.0 86.6 55.1 77.8 69.7 8.1 
Neemuch 69.1 2.8 24.4 10.1 43.0 99.6 98.2 50.9 98.9 955 24.0 
Panna 85.8 2.1 11.2 #5 24.0 97.0 95.2 92.9 91.1 89.1 17.0 
Raisen 68.1 2.4 19.1 23 53.3 95.5 94.9 47.7 89.3 88.2 7.9 
Rajgarh 86.4 3.4 11.9 22.8 16.2 98.8 98.4 66.4 92.8 90.2 127 
Ratlam 86.2 1.5 18.2 3.1 31.1 99.2 99.2 85.8 95.5 94.7 44.4 
Rewa 62.8 1.0 16.9 10.8 44.1 97.4 96.3 177 92.7 84.9 16.2 
Sagar 94.4 0.6 6.5 9.5 35.1 98.7 98.7 71.1 78.4 73.4 ie 
Satna 69.2 0.3 8.9 177 38.6 97.5 94.2 75.4 92.1 86.6 39.9 
Sehore 94.2 0.7 25.9 14.9 “Fas 99.1 96.7 76.7 94.6 85.0 18.1 
Seoni 94.4 0.8 3.3 2.1. 44.9 98.1 97.7 87.1 81.6 80.7 192 
Shahdol 99.3 1.1 2.3 1.3 20.2 95.1 96.4 91.1 79.2 75.9 4.7 
Shajapur 81.1 2.1 41.8 8.6 34.2 96.5 96.5 63.1 94.9 91.2 23.1 
Sheopur 100.0 0.3 11.7 15.9 20.5 98.8 97.6 86.5 80.8 72.5 19.1 
Shivpuri 100.0 1.6 4.1 24.3 32.9 94.3 91.1 63.9 92.7 94.1 28.4 
Sidhi 76.2 4.5 6.3 6.9 29.1 91.6 89.8 75.4 89.2 79.3 375) 
peamearn 88.1 0.1 25.5 66.7 67.9 96.7 96.7 93.4 98.6 94.8 35.4 
Ujjain 82.6 2.9 22.1 12.4 24.5 95.9 95.3 88.5 94.2 80.8 54.6 
Umaria 100.0 1.1 4.3 9.4 70.6 96.8 96.8 i £0 79.6 66.5 2.6 
eee 82.8 1.7 14.8 10.8 57.9 95.4 94.6 46.2 93.8 88.3 5.3 
= So me 
: . : 95.4 94.4 70.8 87.5 81.9 18.5 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 33 OUT OF 33 DISTRICTS 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 - school 
a Total 


4 Age group Govt. Pvt. Other pts 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 70.6 28.2 0.3 1.0 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 61.3 36.8 0.2 157s 406 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 89.5 oo. 0.2 0.6 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 89.3 10.0 0.2 0.5 100 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 90.1 9.0 0.2 0.7 100 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 48.0 50.2 0.3 I ie 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 48.6 50.1 0.3 1.0 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 4.6 50.1 0.3 2.0 100 
Ace: 15-16 ALL. 20.7 eri 0.3 5.3 100 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 21,3 Louk 0.3 4.8 100 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 197 74.3 0.3 “PE 100 


JOTE : ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME . 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


% Children 


2008 2009 


2006 2007 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


in School 2 = $1 

in balwadi In LKG/ oS 5 
anganwadi UKG Govt, Pvt. Other 26 

AGE3 89.6 py 7.7 100 

AGES 91.9 6.3 1.8 100 

AGES § 70.8 5,2: 169 5.1 0.2 1.9 100 

MGE6 = 11.2 1.5 78.7 tar 0.3 0.6 100 
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CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


CO —— == ee 

157 Site T : ¥ 
| 4 
i+) 
5 | 
=107 T — 
U 
3s 

ot 
O+ | 
2006 2007 2008 2009 
| amg 7-10 boys =H 7-10 girls =e 11-14 boys ——@— 11-14 girls 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 
So. 5 6 7 BH Se eae 39 Ae SS ee eee 


I 328. 51,8. 33S 4.7 100 


I 333 36.5 53.4 4.8 21 100 
il GB, 33.3 56.1) 5.5 1.6 100 
IV 239 26.6 ‘62,5 —5:9 2.2 100 
Vv 22 33.0 53.9 7.4 2.6 100 
Vi 3.4 23:1 6255 1 29 100 
Vil 553 28.4 54.2 11.0 BFL 100 


Vill 5.8 30.3 56.1 5.8 2.0 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 94.9% (33.3+56.1+5.5) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


2006-2009 


> 
- 
—_ 


es) 
>) 


6 Children 


& 204 


10+ 
a. =<. = = 


2006 2007 2008 2009 


MAge3 “Age4 


Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S¢ hool presence has bes ‘ dedi 


villages 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 READING TOOL 


‘ Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 


I 1 44.3 30.4 10.4 3.0 is) GD Ane 
aeep Bre. areoaTet 

T 29. 15.1 = 34.8 eae 12.5 100 | zs scape 
ill 1.8 5.8 18.6 41.8 32.6 °~100 ay Sa ti 
IV 0.3 2.0 75 29.9 60.4 100 ar firerren ta. arétaét aes erat 
Vv 0.2 0.8 4.5 20.7 73.8 100 are wren. et srars atevare 
Vi 0.3 0.7 i 14.2 82.6 100 oars geht. gor qroarerez carer shh 
Vil 0.1 0.4 1.4 20 88.3 100 

Vill 0.1 0.4 0.9 (91, 21,59 100 

TOTAL 2.0 8.6 12.6 217 55.1 100 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stp | - IV) 2006-2009 Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——@— 2006 —ii—2007 —t—2008 —@— 2009 —— 2006 —H—2007  —t— 2008 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO’ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 ; COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who SHGLISH TEST Semple 1g 
Stp. ‘read capital small simple easy Stp can read words, can read = 

capital letters letters words sentences * -% who can tell sentences, % who 

Hatters meaning of the can tell meaning 

words of the sentences 
| 59.9 26.0 8.1 Ly 1.8 100 | 70.6 86.4 
Il 35.9 32.8 18.1 1027 2.4 100 Il 76.1 87.8 
itl 1Os7 25.8 23.8 25.6 yee 100 il 70.0 80.2 
IV 10.0 20.4 19.2 35.2 15:3 100 IV 69.1 84.0 
Vv 4.3 11.9 12.4 36.8 34.6 100 V 75.9 86.0 
: < This is a blue shirt. 

Vi 23 6.3 9.5. “345 a eg7 46 7 75.7 87.2 | 
Vil 125 Nia 7.4 26.4 60.4 100 Vil 78.3 87.2 b i 
Vill leg 4.3 4.6 18.8 71.3 100 Vill 78.7 SOFA se —— sie —— ne es 
TOTAL 16.7 16.7 13:3 24.6 28.7 100 TOTAL 74.0 87.5 oe semen SS 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


: Stp. 


Recognize Numbers 


Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide _ Total 
l 10.9 56.7 26.3 4.2 1.9 100 
i 2.6 23.0 48.4 23.1 Pie 100 
lil A 9:7 33.6 45.1 10.4 100 
IV 0.3 365 18.3 46.5 31.4 100 
Vv 0.3 2.8 10.6 Ee Rs 51.0 100 
Vi 0.3 aso Tet 295 61.7 100 
Vil 0.1 0.9 4.5 22.5 72.0 100 
Vill 0.2 0.4 4.8 14.8 79.8 100 
TOTAL 1.9 t2i2 1928 28.5 37.8 100 


MATH ee SAMPLE(1) 


WrOoTA) + sas Prerevr 


prove 4 stas frerrest, 


Boh a server ereanrar ardta 


WS Tew HisarTet TT 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


4 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


90+ ~ — + 
807 | See tk 1) 
70+ -— 7 

5 604 ' r ene 

Ss 

= 50 } — 

O 

se 404 + 
30+ + +. 
20+ 
1 


T 


Std Il Std IV 


tr 2008 


Std Ill 
—@— 2009 


Std | 
— $y 2007 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


V Vil 


Year School 


Govt 3.3 40 4.9 ee ee ae 0 4 19 1056 
a wor 25,1 22 aie eee aoe 12.2 «118 120 
Govt 7.5 (ue On eierreaue) 11.2. 11.7 153 
thd Oye, 24.8. 306) 27 ee aiee 12.7 15.3-° Ios 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - VII) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
wd 


40 
30 
20 | 
10 | 
0+ i t 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—#- 2007 =e 2008 —@— 2009 


i 
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: TRENDS OVER TIME 


LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Sro | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN Stp V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
Fal 
oOo 
| 
| 
| 
1 
4 
| 
+ 


% Children 
> Ww 
Oo Oo 
| 

+ + + 


30+ + ood 30 oF eed 
20 ms at bt 20+ <7 
| 10+ + — 

eo a ‘ 0 


2006 2007 2008 2009 


—e—Govt —@—Pvt | | —e—Govt —@—Prt 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TExT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


100 100 


% Children 
% Children 
Ww 
oO 
| 


2007 2008 2009 el. 2007 2008 2009 
@Boys a# Girls | m@ Boys a Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % % * % % 

esr Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std ll-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VII1) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 17.0 3.1 83.0 70.1 48.1 * ey 
Sto |-V 15.0 2.6 82.4 68.9 45.0 9.7 
Sto VI-VIII 14.8 0.7 86.7 73.7 47.9 12.6 
Stp IX-X 30.0 0.3 88.5 74.7 53.0 13.4 
ABOVE STD X 23.3 0.3 90.3 78.4 58.5 19.2 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education 
and children. 


158 


. Similar analyses can be donewith mothers 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


ABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


ype of school 


r 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 305 488 486 
Std 1-Vil/VIil : Primary + Upper Primary 332 411 445 
Total schools 5 637 ok me ES 
TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PUD 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 


% Teachers attending (average) 85.9 94.1 95.0 83.2 89.8 92.7 
% Schools with no teacher present 34 009 0.5 3.8 0.0 1.2 


% Schools with all teachers present 654 93.9 84.7 45.7 63.6 71.5 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S yaa.) \ (4 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/Vill 


82.7 91.7 90.6 83.2 92.8 90.6 


FUj ears oe: 3.0 00 12 


80.1 93.7 94.0 82.1 97.7 94.2 


UPN Thee ere bitch 7 \s) aa 545m 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 


Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Std I-IV/V Std |-VII/VIll 
49.5 46.7 27.7 26.6 
46.2 43.1 22.8 ‘22.0 


U7\:1 8 we tae 7 et el eta (ere) 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 


No facility 40.1 25.3 18.4 28.2 12.0 11.6 


Facility but water not available 7.6 5.0 8.5 10.1 7.6 7.6 


water 


Available ' 52.3 69.7 73.1. 61.7 80.4 80.8 
No facility Soe tiie eel. 65.9: «61,8 
: Facility but toilet not usable 14.3 6.3 46.6 19.8 7.9 43.7 
Usable 46.2 81.3 49.5 57.8 86.2 54.5 
ee om served on day 86.6 98.5 96.0 82.4 99.0 97.3 


of visit 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TomLEeTS 2009 Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 


No of schools visited 432 417 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 17.8 9.8 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 30.8 30.0 
Toilet not usable 16.4 18.7 
Usable 35.0 41.5 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE ApRiL 2008 


School improvement & MAT Std 1-Vil/vil 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No  schs_ Yes No 

Whitewash 452 “JG Geo) 42 of 5S 

Construction of new 

classroom 434. -1638. cSsiz° 399 (208: 792 

Cerrar of boundary’ 7107 Ora teas baie. 26.6: bree 


wall 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 


grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 
TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 


teacher 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Yo PRIMARY Std 1-IV/V Std 1-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING o-— — 
No. of Don’t No. o on 
DIFFERENT GRANTS a Yes No ota ay Yes No opi 


19.7 75.5 4.8 
81.8 13.5 4.7 


New classroom 360 21.4 75.3 3.3 290 


Maintenance grant 446 93.5 3.8 2.7 363 


80.3 17.4 2.3 333 71.8 24.0 4.2 


Development grant 285 


eacher grant 1.5 381 89.0 7.9 3.2 
arts 460 97.6 0.9 15 
Other grants 163 31.9 63.2 4.9 137 24.8 69.3 5.8 


ite : No grant information was available for 18 schools out of 486 primary schools that 
revisited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS 


No. of Yes 
schs 

New classroom 367 
Maintenance grant 408 92.4 


Development grant 363 


Teacher grant 
(UM grant) 413 96.9 


Other grants 178 


20.4 74.4 5.2 327 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std |-Vil/Vill 
No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 
hs 


Std 1|-Vil/Vill 


know 


15.0 78.6 6.4 


know Sc 


3.7 sa 309 72.1 22.2 37 


74.7 20.7 fh? 322 62.7 31.4 5.9 


15 aero oee 679.6 174 Bel 


33.7 60.7 56 164 19.5 71.3 9.2 


NoTE : No grant information was available for 30 schools out of 445 upper primary schools 
that were visited, This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 


table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
| PRIVATE | MOTHERS’ | : 
: -H: ELS Stp IIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
Table 19: Scumne | TUITION Meanine | Stp I-ll : LEARNING LEVEL 
1 %Children %Children %Children % Children % 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-il) (Std 1-1) (Std I-11) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std 


Districts in out in IV-VIil) who who who CAN who CAN who who 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CANREAD RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CANDO — 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION 
a pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more 

more or more ENGLISH or more . 
Ahmednagar 94.7 0.1 40.3 oe 82.4 99.0 98.0 27.2 94.7 92.5 10.9 ES 
Akola 98.2 0.4 37.2 7.6 80.2 99.5 98.9 90.3 97.0 90.9 24.6 
Amravati 95.5 0.3 48.8 14.3 84.2 98.8 98.8 86.1 93.5 64.8 16.2 
Aurangabad 100.0 0.6 11.6 p be 76.3 100.0 100.0 55.6 100.0 85.1 15.0 
Bhandara 99.1 0.2 Si. 3.0 84.6 98.1 98.7 59.2 86.4 66.9 Sua 
Beed 99.3 0.4 29.3 9.9 81.1 100.0 100.0 83.6 92.2 92.9 25:3 
Buldana 97.3 1.4 30.6 6.9 73.0 92.3 91.6 64.1 73.3 58.3 8.9 
Chandrapur 99.4 yy | 29.8 25 79.5 93.0 92.2 65.3 82.1 70.9 8.9 
Dhule S35 eee 38.8 12.9 80.3 98.5 98.0 44.3 98.4 80.6 18.3 
Gadchiroli 100.0 1.0 25.8 6.5 54.7 99.3 97.9 28.8 78.8 55.8 0.4 
Gondiya 100.0 0.1 v9 ge 5.0 79.0 95.9 96.6 50.3 88.9 58.0 4.7 : 
Hingoli 97.4 2.2 14.9 10.9 57.9 86.6 89.6 50.9 67.4 59.3 18.6 | 
Jalgaon 96.0 3.4 30.9 24.7 69.6 94.1 92.3 35.0 69.4 53.8 4.9 
Jalna 96.9 0.7 16.0 4.0 73:5 92.6 93.1 44.0 re ep 55.8 6.5 
Kolhapur 80.8 0.3 26.5 11.9 80.2 93:9 92.7 62.2 81.9 70.3 16.7 
Latur 100.0 0.0 211 19.7 68.1 83.2 81.7 44.1 77.8 ye: 19.5 
Nagpur 98.0 0.2 43.2 9.7 82.6 99.1 100.0 | 64.3 96.7 91.7 32.8 
Nanded 99.3 1 Ge 24.9 12.2 80.2 84.8 88.8 47.0 78.5 40.8 7.8 
Nandurbar* 99.4 2.1 16.0 1.8 335 94.1 92.6 91.0 90.0 88.6 
Nashik 92.2 Be 233 te: the 81.2 ge Be 25.1 3 56.6 5.3 
Osmanabad 100.0 0.9 19.9 14.0 T39 95.4 97.4 63.9 98.3 96.4 35.9 
Parbhani 99.1 0.9 26.3 4.4 38.8 81.3 82.4 22.8 72.9 63.1 6.4 
Pune 81.9 0.5 24.5 21.8 78.5 91.1 93.8 32.8 85.2 74.2 15.6 
Raigad 100.0 0.2 56.3 39.0 86.6 96.8 95.2 51.9 95:2 89.2 38.1 
Ratnagiri 96.9 0.3 4.2 10.5 91.3 98.0 98.0 71.2 92.6 86.2 27.8 
Sangli 92.9 0.6 34.9 “a3 82.7 94.5 94.6 53.5 89.9 76.1 10.1 
Satara 85.5 0.4 34.2 15.0 87.8 93.8 5:7 56.4 95.8 86.0 28.0 
Sindhudurg 93.2 0.1 14.8 10.7 = 84.8 99.5 98.9 54.0 96.5 89.8 32.3 
Solapur 98.3 0.9 22.5 1.4 63.6 aa.9 93.9 60.9 98.1 95.8 43.9 
Thane 93.2 4.6 30.1 31.4 75.3 85.9 87.4 oP. 78.9 55.8 8.3 
Wardha 99.0 0.3 27.9 14.0 85.5 95.1 92.8 66.7 83.0 66.7 8.7 
Washim 98.1 0.4 26.9 9.7 eT e a RetOO: 100.0 98.8 99.6 99.6 60.4 
Yavatmal 100.0 2.4 26.0 8.5 69.8 86.5 89.7 39.9 79.1 55.7 13.0 
Total 95.7 1.0 28.2 12.6 76.1 93.0 93.3 Sau 86.8 73.7 18.5 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 9 OUT OF 9 DISTRICTS 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 

es 2009 school % CHILDREN. OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
Pvt. Other 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 26.9 (yas 0.4 4:4, 5400 

MEE7-16 ALL © 266 70.8 0.3 2.3. 100 ie 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 26.7 22 0.6 0.6 100 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 28.7 70.1 0.7 0.5 100 g an 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 25.4... 7356 0.5 0.5 100 o 

Ace: 11-14 ALL Lia 70.5 0.2 Lg 100 : 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 27.0 Tis 0.2 iso 100 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 28.5 69.1 0.1 2.3 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 24.0 68.1 0.0 79 100 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS pb pe 69.4 0.0 Weed 100 eta ee sit pies 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 24.6 —-67.0 0.0 8.5 100 Se a a Te 


OTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
JOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME — | : TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Sip." 5. 6 7 8 9 2C ak iets 16 15: 56: roel 


I 12.7 29.8 30.5 14.3 7.4 5.3 100 
TT 4.5 10.4 26.8 27.3 13.6 10.7 6.8 100 
TT 1.1 4.3 8.8 18.6 21.0 24.7 9.9 7.5 4.3 100 
IV 5.2 8.4 18.6 29.5 16.712.1 5.7 3.3 0.6 100 
V 0.6 7.6 5.2 5A 209 4862139113 60 2.9 100 
vi 3.4 27 84 4a BZ 21:8 11.6 4.3 20 100 
vil 12 7.2 4.7 3.420.5 28.3 21.2 10.0 3.7 100 
2006 2007 2008 2009 | Vill nie 10.4 24.7 25.1 21.7 10.9 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 64.3% (18.6+21.0+24.7) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
eis % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
in School 2 : He 
Oo & i) 
In balwadi in LKG/ & = 2 , 
oc a | 
anganwadi = Govt. Pvt. Other za 5 40— 
= 30+ { 
AGE 3 37.2 22.9 39.9 100 | 
20.2 100 
a : 22 : pag 2006 2007 2009 
AGES 10.7 24.3 18.0 40.7 0.6 5.7. 100 mAge3 MAge4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S¢ hool presence has been recorded in 79.8 ' 
AGE 6 3.8 15.1 20.3 58.2 1.0 1.8 100 algied 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


READING Toor 


Reading Test (2) 


TaBre 4: CLASS-WARSE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (Au. Scnoors) 2009 


Level i Level 2 ' 
Sro. Nothing Letter Word (Srp 1 Text) (Srp 2 Text) Tota ‘ 2 


I 3.6 40.7 40.4 11.3 4.0 100 | 
cycle. tis small ion & ; 
Wl as 148 42.1 27.5 14.8 100 p Arnot hos acycle. Riss The ffon fives in the jungie. 
: “ | and red. thas fwo big wheels ft runs wery fost. 
W 0.6 9.1 26.2 28.5 35.6 100 coe 
}and a bell. One day. while & eats meat. 
Vv 0.4 3.5 15.9 33.5 46.7 100 owe t has shorp teeth. 
| riding his cycle he fell down. 
0.5 1.3 10.2 34.2 53.9 100 . : 
y ie : _ He sow that one whee! of his i ; a 
12 da 3 19.9 75.9 100 | 
= fe = = . j}cycle was broken. Amol r ° K moon eke 
— ‘ 5} > R22 | ; : 
ba x a4 si 12.2 tes 100 } went bock home. His father d = 
7 3 7 7 / doc hot 
va 0. 0.3 0.9 3 90.1 100 fixed his cycle. Amol was 
_ = . f y $ body dork 
TOTAL 1.3 10.0 19.8 22.7 46.5 100 very happy wy 
NOTE : Each ceil shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std ll level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level tex 


CRaRT 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CuiDREN wo CAN READ Srp ll LEVEL TEXT (im GOVT SCROOLS IN 
Stop IV ~ Vil) 2006-2009 


Cuart 4: TRENDS OVER TIME — 
Se CamDREN wro CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(tw GovT ScROOLS I STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


Es 
— = S$ _ - x _ ~ a | 
+ L 
= — ~- — — < - ~ = 
_| ga—— - - —p- — + - 
= x —~ 
~ ™ > 
= — 
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Std IN Std \ Std V Std Vil 


——e—= 2005 HR 2007 —w— 2008 —e— 2009 


TaBLE 5: CLASS-wisE % CHILDREN wHo CAN READ 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WRO 
i Sass caret iS 2 


Cannot Can read Can read Can read Can read Total Of those who Of these who 


Srp. ‘read capital small simple easy Srp, “2h read words, can read , = 
capital letters letters words sentences ~ who can tell sentences, % who — — 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning Cc K Ss n p g 
; s = = words of the sentences 
6.U 20.6 32.64 2A 7 - ——s 
Aen eee _ 200 53.4 63.8 Q F ‘ ° 
ll i.9 3 Zi.& 45.9 23.9 100 Il 49.2 ae 
il - = os ie : Ww 2 j r = 
= te = 2s 462 i 5) ms 
is SAU 30.1 — 
0 a 2 2 7 2 27 & 62 ~ ] IV g —> > > 2 £ 
Vv 0.5 2 0 s.4 27 5 06.6 Ww Vv ~ ae hen old What is your name? 
10¢ 41.2 5 Z. 
0.3 0.4 2.2 13.7 22 3 son i sit This & a big Dus. 
= si ts . 57.5 81.5 
vil 1.7 0.4 1.9 7.9 S28 1 san Vi Bere run fox | bike te sing. 
: 2 59.8 88.9 
Vill 1.2 0.0 0.6 4.8 93.4 san vin : — bag Lhave a sister. 
phe 02.4 So 2 3 
ToT 7 5.1 11.4 26.5 553 1On a a , 
— : i mii TOTAL 88. 81.2 ENS —— Sem 


~— oe ee 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


sri . Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide Total 
| ane 24.2 59.7 11.4 1.6 100 
il a5 10.8 45.2 i So 6.8 100 
ill 1.0 3.5 25.6 44.9 25.0 100 
IV 0.4 2.0 13.0 43.0 41.5 100 
V 0.5 0.8 8.0 39.6 51.1 100 
Vi 0.6 0.3 2.4 eek Poot 100 
Vii 1.3 0.1 1.6 ay 84.3 100 
Vill 0.5 0.1 13 8.4 89.7 100 
TOTAL 4,2 2 Pee, 22.0 28.5 42.5 100 


OTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
in do division, can alsovecognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME : 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upPTo 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StpD I - IV) 2007-2009 


5 60-- T | 
oD 
|| 
#40) - : 
| 

nd - } 

+ — " | 

o— 

Or + 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV 
—-ii- 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Ree SP A Bera Te ETT ; Beh I eth 6 mse ee eee 


te 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (in Govt SCHOOLS IN Sto IV - Vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 


=f =| 


Std iv Std V Std VI Std VII 
2007 —te— 2008 +9 —@— 2009 


Year School | eae ae a a 
Govr 17.2 18.0 19.5 26.0 24.1 26.6 28.9 35.3 
Py, 43.6 52.4 53.1 53.7 58.6 53.5 59.2 59.9 
5 Govr 12.0 18.8 16.0 17.1 17.6 21.6 15.2 29.7 
ye 42.4 46.0 49.5 50.7 45.7 49.9 518 55.2 


2007 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
May have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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Cuart 8: % CHILDREN IN Stp Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Srp | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


| 80 1 T ems | | 
| ee -@ 
| —-—__,---- al os | os | 
70 z 3 
| § 60 Ez 
3 l= 
= 6h eae 
5 | o 
se 40+ | 3x 
30 zs = i} | 
20+ + T 1 | 
10 T — 


2006 2007 2008 


—e—Govt —@—Pvt 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


2008 2009 we | 2007 2008 2009 
BBoys ®Girls BBoys ®Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ %o % % % % % 

“SSiezer aE Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std lll-V) who (Std IlI-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-Vill) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Stdi Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 13.7 3.0 66.3 67.7 82.2 24.1 
Stop I-V 6.2 1.4 68.7 72.2 81.8 29.6 
Stp VI-VIll 17.7 1.5 72.3 78.7 87.7 28.7 
Stp IX-X 30.4 0.8 78.1 84.3 88.9 42.7 
ABOVE STD X 32.1 0.5 84.3 86.4 91.9 60.1 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ edy 
and children. 


cation. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
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ype of school 2005 2007 2009 

Std 1-IV/V : Primary 13 111 106 
Sid 1-ViI/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 9 36 37 
otal schools 22' 147 «143 
TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PAE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 73.1 90.2 82.5 78.4 80.4 72.5 
% Schools with no teacher present 91 O09 1.0 14.3 3.1 3.0 


% Schools with all teachers present ¢3 6 63.7 49.5 57.1 28.1 15.2 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES IN SCHOOL FATE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Schools with: Std I-IV/V 
No facility 
g Facility but water not available 10.0 3.3 9.6 33.3 3.4 6.5 


Std I-VII/ViIl 


90.0 83.3 80.9 55.6 72.4 83.9 


Available 0.0 4133962411 24.1 9.7 
No facility 36.4 43.9 38.5 44.4 20.0 18.9 
a 
5) 
= Facility but toilet not usable 9.1 13.4 28.8 11.1 16.7 48.6 
Usable 54.5 42.7 32.7 44.4 63.3 32.4 
Midday meal served on day 
otc 45.5 77.1 59.2 33.3 74.3 54.3 


ABLE 16: GirRLS TOMLETS 2009 Std I-IV/V Std |-Vil/VIll 


No of schools visited 87 30 

ircute touets no separate provision 93.1 70.0 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 
Toilet locked 1.1 13.3 
Toilet not usable 5 6.7 
Usable 4.6 10.0 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Nhe GE Ty a ee ait) (a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/ViI 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 82.0 76.7 74.0 97.5 80.0 77.1 


% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


0.0 13.0 13.2 0.0 11.8 13.0 


75.0 62.0 64.5100.0 73.5 69.6 


LEN-18 te ee bitch 70) aa 5-42-98 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std |-VII/VII 
Std Il class sitting with 
Std IV class sitting with 

14.7 27.0 8.8 17.1 


another class 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIlI 
Construction No.of %schools No.of “%schools 
schs_ Yes No  schs_ Yes No 
Whitewash 06: . “22593 Gees eee. 25 74S 
preeacraccity parr 98 aspen ee | 359 66.7 
tT truction of boundary = 4g 974/999 °935 «(28.6 714 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 

visited. Hence the schools 

visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for upper 
school visits were generally primary schs 
done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


' SCHOOL GRANTS } 


TABLE 17: 


» PRIMARY Std 1-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIF No. of Don’t No. of No Don’t 
et eae schs ves ne know  schs Mada know 


New classroom BG 6924. 76.7. “2.20 F547 | 70.7 22.7 
Maintenance grant 89 53.9 44.9 1.1 74 23.0 52.7 24.3 
Development grant 81 43.2 55.6 1.2 71 16.9 53.5 29.6 


eacher grant 93 69.9 30.1 0.0 71 28.2 50.7 21.1 
grant) 
Other grants 40 7.5 87.5 5.0 40 2.5 62.5 35.0 


+ Mo grant information was available for 10 schools out of 106 primary sc hools that 

Visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


| April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std 1-VII/VIll Std I-VII/VIll 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS joe Yes No Don’t No.of yes No Don't 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


know — schs know 
New classroom 33. 30.3 69.7 0.0 27. 148 81.5 3.7 


Maintenance grant 32 84.4 15.6 0.0 25 20.0 72.0 8.0 
Development grant 27 40.7 55.6 3.7 25 8.0 80.0 12.0 


Teacher grant 31 83.9 16.1 0.0 25 36.0 64.0 0.0 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 15 20.0 80.0 0.0 12 0.0 100.0 0.0 
Note : No grant information was available for 0 schools out of 37 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 


table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
weersens ; 
Out OF | PRIVATE MOTHERS ; : i 
Table 19: SPR oa <rusoi | SCHOOL TUITION RDS as Stop I-ll:: LEARNING LEVELS Stp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children %Chi 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-11) (Std I-I!) (Std IIl-V) (Std HI-V) (Std | 


Districts in out in IV-VIlI) who who whoCAN ~—-whoCAN who who who 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO — 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION | sent 
a pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in eNcusH 
more or more ENGLISH or more sx 
Bishnupur 69.7 1.8 79.0 56.7 76.1 96.9 96.9 95.5 72.9 75.9 55.1 
Chandel 95.7 7.0 B22 75.0 89.5 99.6 99.6 100.0 95.9 95.5 92.1 
Churachandpur 42.2 1.6 86.0 8.9 85.7 98.8 100.0 33.3 93.6 92,7 87.9 
Imphal East 83.6 0.4 70.8 40.3 72.9 95.5 97.4 95.5 62.7 68.8 31.5 
Imphal West 88.1 0.3 79.9 78.2 92.6 99.0 100.0 98.1 81.7 81.8 64.1 
Senapati 46.0 1.1 60.1 PISAG. 88.9 95u7 99.0 98.0 83.0 88.1 79.0 
Tamenglong 52.0 4.6 552 ri Fe g 75.4 99.0 99.0 98.4 Fak 733 35.5 
Thoubal 80.2 0.6 80.6 61.2 69.1 98.1 91.6 95.7 73.8 82.8 46.9 
Ukhrul 66.4 0.6 45.1 10.5 88.4 98.7 99.1 92.9 78.8 86.9 78.2 
Total 71.1 fet 1135 41.6 80.6 97.9 97.7 96.3 fi;3 81.5 58.6 
2Raer 
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L ANALYSIS. BASED ON DATA FROM 7 OUT OF 7 DISTRICTS 


cece hy RATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


BLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
HOOLS. 2009 school 
Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


he group Govt. Pvt. Other pa 

5E: 6 -14 ALL 65.1 30.7 0.4 3.8 100 

SE: 7-16 ALL 62.9 > 31.8 0.3 5.0 100 a a Peel | 
SE: 7-10 ALL Boy? 27.1 0.4 2.8 100 

GE: 7-10 BOYS 69.4 27.4 0.6 23622 £100 g a 

SE: 7-10 GIRLS 701’ 26.8 0.2 3.0 100 o 

SE: 11-14 ALL 59.3. 35.5 0.4 4.9 100 ? 

GE: 11-14 BOYS 60.6 34.1 0.5 4.7 100 

GE: 11-14GIRLS 59.2 36.1 0.2 4.6 100 

GE: 15-16 ALL = 53.6 35.4 0.0 11.0 100 ot 

MisiGBOYS ~ 543 33.3 0.0 12.4 100 ae ei oe ore 
BE 15-16GIRIS 52.9 37.5 0.0 9.7 100 Rata A 080 OS eee a 


"Ee: ‘oTHEr' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘in scHoow’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


HART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 

> CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 
Srp. 5-6 8-9) 10-14 12) Se AS 16 Total 
! 7.2 10.9 22.1 22.3 12.8 10.7 5.1 4.7 4.3 100 
il 3.4 10.6 20.2 19.4 23.2 7.1 8.5 3.7 4.0 100 
ae Hl 4.6 8.2 17.9 20.0 13.517.1 10.0 6.4 2.3 100 
3 IV 4.5 9.3 20.7 10.1 18.9 12.7 14.4 6.2 3.2 100 
., V 5.3 14.2 17.7 15.7 19.6 12.0 10.5 5.2 100 
; vi 2:5 12.7 20.8 22.6 17.3 15.8 8.4 100 
vil 8.3 13.9 31.9 22.7 12.0 11.2 100 
2006 2007 2008 2009 | vill ed 15.2 43.5 19.0 20.3 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 46.1% (8.2+17.9+20.0) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


ME 
ABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TI 
; % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


2006-2009 


IFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


é in School Ps ei 60] | | 
; ocr Me 
: In balwadi | ig / bos 3 50 | 
y Sf o | 
 anganwadi one Govt. Pvt. Other Za ad 
S 30+ 
GE3 37.8 9,3 53.0 100 a 
' 10 : 
, 100 ate 
GE4 33.9 35.0 31.1 | 0 Wi Ty, 2008 2009 
GES 14,4 Pe 41,2 20:7 0.8 15.3. 100 m Age3 ™ Age 4 
of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-5 hool presence has been rec orded in 70.1 
GE6 10.2 So 51.7. 20.7 0.3 9,1 100 villages 


el 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 
TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Facilitated 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (St 1 Text) (Sto 2 Text) Total 
| 5 55.6 22.5 4.7 2.5 100 — 
ba rit.Ka don I khun U sah sha khiaw. 
Hl %2.4 24.0 25.3 28.2 20.0 100 Lah ban shem kynref ia u sing ha 
ais See abo Myriew.Ka sngewtynnad khlaw Africa. 
2.6 13.9 21.1 z : ban leh kai badi.La don ha U sing u bam ia ki mrad bau 
V 1.8 10.1 15.9 20.1 52:2°>, 100 kawei ka sngi I hap na kti pyniap. 
37 4.9 10.5 17.4 63.5 100 bad I lah pra. lyngkhot 
lyngkhai.Ka Dora ka lah 
Vil 1.8 4&3 3.4 T2331 78.4 100 sngewsih. 
Vill 0.7 2.4 2.2 9.6 85.0 100 Bad Ka lah iam. Ka kmie ka 
ida I wei pati Khun 
TOTAL 5.3 26.3 19.4 19.3 29.6 100 saa 
mynriew.Te ka Dora ka la 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can kmen biang. 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


= 
NOTE : The test was also available in Garo and English. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


CHART 5: TRENDS- OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto Il LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stop IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stop | - IV) 2006-2009 


100 
90 ] 90] 
80 T | 80 
70 + 70 
© 60 “F 5 60 
3 | = 
E 50 t | 5 50 
x 40 r x 40 
30 T 307 
20 20 
| 
10 10+ - r | 
0 t Fe ag i — 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
=== 2006 —— 2007 —e— 2008 —@— 2009 ——pe= 2006 —m— 2007 —gy— 2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH : 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 | Excuisn Toor 


Cannot Can read Can read Can read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Sto. ‘ead capital small simple easy Srp, 2m read words, can read ae 
capital letters letters words sentences ’  % who can tell sentences, % who G a 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
i 20.1 4 words of the sentences 
O32 230° 148 29° 9%00e GF 40.8 78.7 
i Gifs Sees ENOT <32:8°° 4095S eB i 56.8 es 
il 4.8 8.3 28.7 35.8 22.5 100 ill 48.4 76.9 — 
IV 3.4 5.6 12.4 40.4 38.3 100 IV 61.7 64.7 a hee a lo. 
v eee) 886255 «57.0 Sopdet 36.6 sae — 
; This is a red ball. 
Vi 4.5 29 2.9 21.4 683 100 Vi 43.3 90.5 
Vil 35 3.5 25k 7.8 83.3 100 Vil 53.8 84.0 cow man_ [like to play. 
Vil 0.8) SO Cons 68 1007 | En 8.1 86.2 ah Thave a father. 
TOTAL 79 ISP eeseee Mew 323 199° Gere 50.6 80.1 Sar ES 
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ABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


‘Recognize Numbers 


7. Nothing | 11-99 Subtract Divide Total 

13.1 51.1 30.0 4.7 bez 100 

3.9 22.6 53.5 i722 Zak 100 
| 1.9 8.9 43.2 36.8 9.2 100 
/ 1.6 5.8 Fae 1 fo | 22.4 100 
: 2.0 4.2 20.5 40.6 SA 100 
l Pe 3.0 8.0 41.4 45.3 100 
il 1.9 4.5 2.1 38.8 52.9 100 
1H 0.7 2.4 0.0 41.8 55.0 100 
OTAL 4.6 18.5 29.1 28.8 18.9 100 


rE : Each ceil shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
| do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


HART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upTo 9 
N GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


6 60;— t = + 

ie} 

901 + + 

O 

x 407 ; -- | 
30+ ss + | wt 
20+ cat + 
10+ t + 
ot ———— : | 

Std | Std II Std III Std IV 
—f- 2007 —k— 2008 —@— 2009 


ABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
Y. SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


ear School | i il IV v vi vil Vill 

Govt 2.7 as. SS 3.9 8.4 449 15.7 11.0 
Pyr, 23.7 28.0 25.8 29.9 24.7 29.9 37.3 34.6 
Govt 4.9 7.3 11.4 6.1 178) Ge. sik (3/.3 
Pvt. 24.4 18.4 18.4 27.2 22.7 21.6 20.1 39.2 


007 


(OTE ; The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
Uition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
hild take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
jumbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
nay have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
lid not require payment. 


@ HISABKO. DAKE NIANI SAMPLE - 2 
/ONGK( 


SUALANI 


Ming 5 sing. 20n,i ming 4 ong-na| Ming 5 sing eoni, ming 4 ong na | Ming 2 sing oni, gimikan ong ne Ming 1 sing ani, joan ong na 
nanggen. nanggen. nanggen nanggen 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Wn 
© 
a 


Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—f- 2007 —k— 2008 —@— 2009 
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CHART 9: % CHILDREN tN Stpd V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
eal BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


1007 —s 


% Children 
Vw 
oOo 
| 


401——- 


% Children 


ee 30; 


4 4 10;——— 


a Tne net | o-— 


2006 2007 23=~=———«<008-—<“‘i—s‘O™SNC« GD | ~ 2006 2007 
——Govt —@—Pvt —t—Govt —@—Prt 


2008 2009 
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LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 


Stp | LEVEL TExT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 - 100 = ae > —7 
907 i T 907 19 =F 7 7 
80+ 80+ —+ — ~ ——— 


% Children 
% Children 


2008 2009 


2007 2008 =e 2009 
EBoys "Girls BBoys ®Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % * % % tes 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std HlI-V) (Std IIl-V) who (Std IV-VII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Stdi Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 36.4 5.8 58.0 58.3 67.8 12.9 
Stp I-V 24:9 4.0 50.1 58.0 69.7 14.1 
Stp VI-VIlI 15.5 2.9 52.1 39.3 69.8 16.2 
Stp IX-X 17.8 eS 58.1 57.2 76.9 21.2 
ABOVE STD X 8.3 1.5 78.1 77.6 83.8 30.7 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 27 207: (127 
Std !-VIl/Vill : Primary + Upper Primary 5 9 4 
Total schools 32 £365 5 131 

Gem uise 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school | Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 


% Teachers attending (average) 81.3 92.5 91.8100.0 91.1 77.1 
% Schools with no teacher presentig 9 1.3 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 93 3 93.5 77.3100.0 60.0 50.0 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


O04 Qe 7.6 


AON: SGT) Taw Vala t)\ a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIll 


91.0 85.0 75.6 94.9 85.6 80.5 


00) 0,0 00 


100.0 84.9 59.3 100.0100.0 75.0 


a7: 10 ae Pe eacl7\1) ae +449 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIl 
Std Il class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

anuiiericlass 47.2 62.7 25.0 50.0 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


ay \:) a -aee- tae alles ee ole) es 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
__ No facility 77.8 61.7 62.1 20.0 50.0 75.0 
: Facility but water not available 7.4 12.8 14.5 40.0 16.7 0.0 
Available 14.8 25.5 23.4 40.0 33.3 25.0 
No facility 88.9 43.9 39.2 40.0 12.5 25.0 
2 Facility but toilet not usable 0.0 9.8 19.2 0.0 25.0 50.0 
: Usable 11.1 46.3 41.6 60.0 62.5 25.0 
oe peed on day 75.0 89.3 59.7 60.0 88.9 50.0 
Std I-IV/V_ Std I-VII/VII 
No of schools visited 109 2 
% Schools with no separate provision 85.3 100.0 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked Baie 0.0. 
Toilet not usable 2.8 0.0 
Usable 5.5 0.0 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
7% PRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING — — 
No. of Don’t No. 0 on 
DIFFERENT GRANTS . ae Yes NO Oe eis mp NO Ce 


£06. 16,3 FZ VEG See 47. 78.8 16.5 
106 59.4 31.1 94 78 23.1 60.3 16.7 


New classroom 


Maintenance grant 
Development grant 100 30.0 60.0 10.0 82 oa. 776.1: 15.9 
Teacher grant 103 80.6 9.7 9.7 79 53.2 27.9 19.0 


(TLM grant) 

Other grants 99.69. 79.2 139 “73° 14 80.8 178 
Nore : No grant information was available for 20 schools out of 127 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


ASER 2009 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash 122° “B28 Sezs2 4 50.0 50.0 

He eaeas oi ew 122 15.6 84.4 4 0.0 100.0 

C e 

ee truction of boundary §=j5, 95 975 4 25.0 75.0 


ASER survey was Carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 


schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for pits 
school visits were generally Peery ee 
done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 


Monday. 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS 


No. of Yes 
schs 

New classroom 4 
Maintenance grant 4 


Development grant 3 


teacher 


: : SCHOOL GRANTS | 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-VII/VIll 


No Don’t pate Yes No Don’t 


Std I-VII/Vil 


know. sc know 


50.0 50,0 0.0. 3 0.0. 66.7 353.3 
75.0) 2S UO. SD 0.0 66.7 33.3 
33.3 6697 "O02 0.0 50.0 50.0 


Teacher grant A 6676 
4 75.0 25.0 0 3 O20. "Goi sore 
(TLM grant) : 

Other grants 3 0.0 100.0 0.0 2 0.0 100.0 0.0 
Note : No grant information was available for 0 schools out of 4 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator, 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWAD! 
: Out OF | PRIVATE |. MOTHERS Saae y. 
Table 19: Seat eruiia: | ecadoL TUITION Reanine Stop I-il : LEARNING LEVELS Srp tll-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


%Children %Children %Children %Children % Mothers %Children %Children %Children % Children % Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-il) (Std I-I) (Std I-li) (Std Ill-V) (Std I1-V) (Std il-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO _ READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
@ pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
East Garo Hills 34.5 4.0 9.3 8.0 66.1 95.8 95.8 90.8 63.9 56.6 31.8 
East Khasi Hills* 
Jaintia Hills 73.6 9.2 34.4 28.3 54.4 98.3 97.4 81.9 I feo <9: 72.2 45.4 
Ri Bhoi* 
South Garo Hills Py 2.4 10.8 2.7 53.9 87.6 88.3 89.6 55.9 52.3 28.2 
West Garo Hills 70.8 3.6 a | 3.3 50.1 82.5 85.3 81.4 BAS 48.5 17.9 
West Khasi Hills* 
Total oF 28! 3.8 30.7 20.8 62.1 90.3 93.2 86.3 59.6 61.5 37.2 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 


mum Total 2006 AND 2009 

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other es ss ie. : _ 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 80.5 17.9 0.3 1.3 100 
Act: 7-16 ALL  —-80.0 16.8 0.3 2.9 100 ‘5 : 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 80.6 18.6 0.2 0.6 100 | 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 81.9 17.2 0.4 0.6 100 ae | | | 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 79.7 19.6 0.1 0.6 100 : 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 81.0 16.3 0.4 2.4 100 J 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 80.3 16.8 0.2 PF 100 ah 4 1: | 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 82.6 15.2 0.5 73° - 100 | | | 
Ace: 15-16 ALL 75.3 12.4 0.2 12.1 100 0 | 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 76.8 12.8 0.0 10.5 100 si nid 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 750 11.1 0.5 13.5 100 SESE NG een 


NOTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
“NOT in SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006 AND 2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


STD. 5 6 1-8. 9 10. AE aes a ae a 8 total 

28.2 37.4 19.7 8.2 6.5 100 

T 2.9 14.5 36.2 24.6 11.5 5.7 4.6 100 

c iil 3.0 9A 32.0 25.0 16.5 6.6.58 17 100 

| z 301 + —— | IV 2.8 8.7 22.5 29.8 11.512.0 7.4 5.4 100 
‘i * a | V 4.5 7.2 29.9 15.817.1 12.3 8.0 4.4 1.0 100 
vi 3.4 11.2 20.6 22.8 15.1 16.3 7.5 3.2 100 

a Vil 5.1 5.9 23.1 23.8 18.3 13.3 10.5 100 

i 2006 : 2009 At Vill 2.4 7.5 27.4 30.8 18.9 13.0 100 


—— — How to read the table: In Std Ill, 73.5% (32.0+25.0+16.5) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
pirtininy tvPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS oR OTHER 
2006 AND 2009 
ere» 
on v 
In School £ F " oxi 
In balwadi in LKG/ fo = 2 50, 
or UKG 3 r 4 © 2 40, 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other 0 L 
z 307} 
AGeE3 80.4 5.2 14.5 100 | 3207 
a 
d | = te. 
; 100 sie ga 
Ace 4 63.6 29.2 IJ 0 sane 9 
Ace 5 17.8 BAL. 56.5 17.7 0.2 2.8 100 wAge3 © Age4 


Of the villages visited. Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 93.5 % 


AGE 6 4.1 oat fa 20.2 0.1 1.1 100 Meats 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHoolts) 2009 READING TOOL 


Level 1 Level 2 


Sto. Nothing Letter Word  (6rp 4 Text) (Srp 2 Text) Total [ Reading Test 
I 14.8 35.0 41.9 ~ 23 100 | 
il 2.4 14.9 nS 292 Tabs 100 Ramengi leh a thiante chu Biaki chu naupang fel tak a 
Bazar-ah an kal a. Ramengi 
ll 1.4, 8.1 31.4 34.2 24.9 100 chuan naute lem a awt hie a. 
0.8 3.8 19.0 28.5 47.9 100 Mahse, pawisa a nei lo. A 
neitute hriatloh laiin naute 
Vv 0.4 0.9 10.4 29.5 58.8 100 lem chu a la ta a. Him takin 
: i 4. 15.1 79.2 100 an inah a tlan haw a. A nute 
Le os ; a hrilh a. Anu chuan thilruk 
Vil 0.3 123 2.9 8.7 86.8 100 thatlohzia a lo hrilh a. A 
inchhir em em a. A neitute 
Vill 0.3 0.3 12 Bes 92.9 100 haseah aames ae 
TOTAL 3.1 9.9 ob Ta 21.5 42.4 100 pekir leh ta a. 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2006 AND 2009 Stop IV - Vil) 2006-2009 
90) | | 
807- = 
70+ | + - 
§ 607 9 T 7 
2 | | AS) | 
= 507 T 7 = ah | 
= 40) [ a 1 1 407 | 
| | 
30+ + 304 ; + 
| | } | 
207 20+ - — 
10-4 104 } A | 
0+ : 0. eae 
Std II Std lil Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—e— 2006 —@e— 2009 —~e— 2006 —e— 2009 | 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO| 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLS) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan read Can read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. read capital small simple easy Srp, Cat read words, can read 
capital letters letters words sentences ass, who can tell sentences, % who | 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning | 
words of the sentences 
I 18.6 Sia 20.3 26.8 2.6 100 | 44.8 45.8 
T 54> 56.29 Sa Be obey = 19°22 900 T 50.3 47.8 
TT 3.0 To ieee 849.5 238 ~ 106 TT 61.9 49.3 Gahatentaendtietinesnane aastunssceitinsnesee 
74 4.0 6.7 38.3 48.9 100 IV 69.6 Cy "eat red | What is your name? 
V 4 We i Fe Pere 36.3 57.8 100 Vv 82.4 65.0 cup This is a small bag. 
vi 6.5) Sets 1.4 - 75S SOR Ow 82.0 67.5 li . 
: io | Tlik ‘ 
vil Oo peweee 2s 13.6 82.7 100 vil 80.2 78.0 : es —— 
J i bus [havea th / 
vill = 0.1 0.3 Rie = 65°" 92.7. 400 vill 93.8 84.5 : pes | 
TOTAL 4.8 9.8 10.4 33.2 41.9 100 TOTAL 63.8 66.6 SS owen <_eenieiemiss ors | 


L_& ae eden 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


Stop. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide _ Total wo a ee 
13.6 30.4 .. 448 8.9 2.3 100 +e 
i 2.6 14.7 38.7 38.1 “Phd 100 Se eS 
it 1.3 nay Pe, 23.9 46.7 20.6 100 

IV 0.7 5 133f a ok 45.0 100 

Vv 0.5 0.6 8.0 op 59.7 100 

Vi 0.2 0.7 4.5 19.3 75.2 100 

Vil 0.0 0.7 29 12.0 84.5 100 

Vill 0.0 0.3 1.5 7.0 91.1 100 

TOTAL 2.9 8.9 20.5 27.4 40.3 100 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 

tan do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2009 tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 


Year School ; il iT IV Vy VI Vil Vill child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 

numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
Govt 5.3 5.3 5.8 8.9 64 7.6 9.7 6.3 may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
Pen tree) 23.6 35.9 29.3 33.7 380 3/7) 24.2 did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 


: 9 Stp II! wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 
ee ane BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006 AND 2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006 AND 2009 


5 7 5 
is) xe} 
= S 
se 407 ae 
307 T 30+ 

20+ 20 r =] 

| 

10+ 10+ 

a 0+ . T 1 

: 2006 2009 2006 2009 


—e—Govt —@—Pvt 


—@—Govt —@—Pvt 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


% % % % % 
Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Stdill-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 

school 1(Std1Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


Fathers’ % 
Education Fathers 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 11.0 2.0 64.2 ys OF 81.4 8.2 
Sto I-V 20.6 2.4 78.3 Siz 85.6 8.8 
Sto VI-VIII 27.8 0.7 75.9 80.4 83.4 ti2 
Stp IX-X Pde by 5 0.3 Foaial 1933 86.7 14.2 
ABOVE STD X 14.9 0.4 fous 76.9 79.9 16.5 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 134 
Survey 
Std I-Vii/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary not 
Total schools eres 150 


af\:i 8 ae eos ede ety ee 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
% Teachers attending (average) Survey 93.8 Survey 
% Schools with no teacher present pot 0.8 not 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present done 78.7 done 50.0 


88.8 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


a7 \:{h eee) 1 ew Vaid) \ (a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


85.8 
Survey Survey 


not 0.8 not 0.0 


done done 
82.2 93.8 


TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES [AIlI}) 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIll 
be Re 


0.0 


ny \:j8 awe tas a) abc) ieee) em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIll 

No facility 38.6 100 
: Facility but water not available 13.4 0.0 

Available 48.0 

Survey Survey 

No facility not 6.8 not 31.3 
+ done done 
5 Facility but toilet not usable S50 745 
e 

Usable 57.9 5 Bee 
Midday meal served on day 93.9 93.8 


of visit 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 
No of schools visited 131 15 


% Schools with no separate provision a 100.0 


for girls toilets 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 9.2 0.0 ° 
Toilet not usable 3.8 0.0 
Usable 30.5 0.0 


TABLE 17: 


% PRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of Don’t No. of N Don’t 
iden aoad ames schs Lied ge know schs bie ¥ know 


New classroom 417 11.1 85.5 3.4 102 6.9 81.4 11.8 


Maintenance grant 119 82.4 13.5 4.2 98 59.2 30.6 10.2 
Development grant 104 67.3 27.9 4.8 92 41.3 47.8 10.9 


Teacher grant 1, 7 58.8 33.0 8.3 
Other grants 74 25.7 71.6 2.7 63 19.1 74.6 6.4 


Norte ; No grant information was available for 4 schools out of 134 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 


is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std 1-IV/V Std I-VII/VIR 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs_ Yes No schs Yes No 

Whitewash 129... 27.7 ae 16 0.0 100.0 

Construction of new 

classroom 1305 S233 BSie 16 IDS wO1s> 

Construction of boundary 455 475 928. 46 | 12.5 87.5 


wall 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS [OMe 
schs 

New classroom ee ak 

Maintenance grant 15 93.3 

Development grant 12 8.3 


Teacher grant 
(TLM grant) pan ie” 


Other grants 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant fauchet 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-VII/VIl 


Std 1-ViI/VIll 


No Don’t No. of yec No Don’t 


know — schs know 


92.9 O07 46 0.0 67.5 12.5 
6.7 “O@eeaes 13.2 80.0 6.7 
917 Ui wee 92.3 7 6f 
ivl- eOseeae SOM Fae 6.7 


1 0.0 0.0 100.0 


Nore : No grant information was available for 1 schools out of 16 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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: TD I-Il : LEARNING: LEVELS Stp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
Table 19: igs SCHOOL | SCHOOL Tum READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children % Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-11) (Std I-11) (Std IlI-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Be 


eter 


Districts in out in IV-VIID) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CANDO -_— READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
% more or more ENGLISH or more 
Aizawl* 0.5 2471 16.0 93.1 96.1 96.6 91.9 65.9 Taf. 23.7 
Champhai 97.8 0.3 21.9 6.6 93.9 95.0 96.5 91.4 90.0 86.6 60.5 
Kolasib 79.4 4.4 25.6 Pe} 87.0 97.9 97.9 95.8 89.6 89.5 71.0 
Lawngtlai 89.9 0.4 6.1 6 As 73.8 80.0 TQ. 81.6 60.7 64.0 37.3 
Lunglei 100.0 2.9 14.8 8.7 84.7 91.4 87.8 85.1 71.8 68.3 45.0 
Mamit* 7 23.9 15.0 82.0 87.7 91.6 79.9 88.0 92.5 51.0 
Saiha 58.0 0.6 8.9 9.1 96.2 99.0 99.3 93.7 63.4 96.6 23.9 
Serchhip 100.0 1.6 35.3 D7a7 95.1 98.0 99.5 94.9 95.4 98.8.5 64.7 
Total 88.8 1.3 17.9 11.8 87.4 91.3 91.7 87.8 #5 bls, 79.3 42.2 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 
TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
= Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


: Age group Govt. Pvt. Other oan 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 62.3 35:3 0.1 2.4 100 

AGE: 7-16 ALL at 35.0 0.1 3.9 100 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 66.9 31,7 0.1 13 100 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 66.5 32.0 0.0 RS 100 3 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 67.1 31.8 0.0 132 100 S 

AGE: 11-14 ALL 58.3 GN fo, 0.1 3.8 100 ; 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 56.0 40.2 0.1 cw, 100 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 60.4 35.9 0.1 3.6 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 49.9 = ge 0.0 13.0 100 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS 47.5 38.4 0.0 14.1 100 i wn mas sd 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 53.1 36.1 0.0 10.8 100 BRE Cea 2 1 SY Rea and ce 


NOTE: ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


So. (poe. 7.8. 9 10 “TEs ete aS ae 5” 216: Total 


I Get) S72 29.0 10.7 * BiG 6.3 100 
Il Ors 7s pS0el b28.2 15.7 49.236 5.9 100 
S il 1.8 Bit 39,8 (23.5 25.5) Dib One 4.7 100 
= IV GS) 8.4 31.1 23.9 10.2 13.0 7.0 4.9 100 
q Vv Did 3.7 36.7 16.9 20.1 10.1 6.6 4.0 100 
Vi Dail 9.2 22.8 32.3 15.3, 12.6 5.6 100 
Vil 6.8 29.4 24.1 25.7 9.4 4.7 100 
Vill 4.7 25.79 35.53 2129. -12.2..100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 73.1% (35.8+21.8+15.5) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
70 | 
in School 2 * ¥ a 
ox s | 
In balwadi In LKG/ bn = a | 
ad UKG ae 5 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Za $40} | 
S 30 | 
AGE 3 15.8 1/35 66.7 100 & 20 
10 
100 | j 
AGE 4 13.4 64.3 Lis 0 S006 5007 SOO war 
AGE 5 5.3 21.3 39.9 25.4 0.0 8.1 100 MAge3 BAge4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 76.5° 
AGE 6 0.4 40.1 48.3 ee 0.0 4.0 100 villaten 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


READING TOOL 


[ Reading Test (1) 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 


Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 
Std Il Level Std I Level 
6.1 54.5 30.9 6.6 1.9 100 Sarah is alittle girl. She had - 
ll Lal 27.4 47.0 20.0 4.5 100 a pretty doll. She loved | Raja goes to the market. 
it is very far away. 
: i h doll. One | 
il G1 pA) 38.6 35.6 14,7555 200 playing with her doll. One He tke: Me 
0.3 4.5 25.2 38.4 31.6 100 day the doll fell from her The bus takes four hours. 
V 0.0 1.4 9.2 28.7 60.6 100 hand to the floor. It broke 
0.0 1.4 4.0 18.7 75.9 100 into many pieces. Salma 
was very sad. She cried a 
Vil 0.0 0.3 I 14.0 82.4 100 
lot. Her mother gave her 
Vill 0.0 0.2 2.8 6.6 90.4 100 1 
another doll. Now she is 
TOTAL 1.0 23.7 oat 22.9 39.7 100 happy again. 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stop IV - VII) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


90 r i | 
80 T 
70 T 
5 60 1 © 60] 
3 5S) | 
5 50 T 5 50+ 
s& 40 T qf = a0 
30 + + t 1 307 
20 t 207 
10 = ; 104 i | 
0 zi * T T T =i 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—e—2006 —2007 —*—2008 —@—2009 —e— 2006 —H2007 =—*—2008 =—@—2009 
L Ce ee | 
READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ — TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHools) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoolis) 2009 
Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Tot Of those who —Of those who a BE 
al 
Sto. ‘ead capital small simple easy Srp, Sa" read words, canread reenter 
capital letters letters words sentences " % who can tell sentences, % who | a 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
I 6.5 ATA oh Bag 18.1 2.8 100 I 44.8 75.9 
il 2.0 17.6 34.3 36.6 9.5 100 il 59.6 63.1 
ill A 2 7.9 19.0 47.4 24.5 100 lil 74.8 70.5 
IV 0.9 a4 gi al 41.1 43.8 100 IV Voiee 81.3 
V O25 a be! 4.6 2557. 68.0 100 Vv 79.4 91.0 
vl 5 a6 176° aoe | 88.6 93.3 me 
lik ing. 
Vil 0.7 0.4 Se bY ae Lat pe Vil 90.4 97.2 an 
Vill 0.4 0.2 0.4 fed 91.9 100 Vill 93.4 98.1 - as Me 
TOTAL 1.6 9.8 14.6 28.3 45.8 100 TOTAL 71.9 89.6 Asn om mtv sy Ex cnrneesrenne inal 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


‘sr. Nothing a stat —— Subtract Divide _ Total TTT oS eo RE ———_— 
i 333 42.0 46.9 6.4 1.4 100 | 
il 0.4 16.2 Dink 22.0 4.4 100 

il 0.2 Cash 36.6 46.1 11.4 100 

IV 0.4 4.0 Pe Paeaea 44.4 29.4 100 

v 0.0 0.5 8.8 28.7 62.0 100 

Vi 0.1 2.6 4.7 23.0 69.6 100 

Vil 0.0 0.3 Zao 17.0 79.8 100 

Vill 0.0 0:2 0.3 a3 90.2 100 

TOTAL 0.6 ou, 2551 20n7 S79 100 

VOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 

-an do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


4 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 7: TRENDS: OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9. | % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto IV - VII) 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 ; 2 


% Children 
7 wi 

| 
% Children 
: Ww 
oO jo) 

=i 


307 =| aoe 30 
207- T | 207 
10} — L 10+ | 
, 0+ r + t 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——- 2007 —e— 2008 2S —@— 2009 ——- 2007 te 2008 = = — 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


‘Year School | ii 
Govr 15.6 '146 19.1 19.6 27.1 12.7 16.3 23.7 
ie es 94,5. 40.2: 40.1. 38.5 49.9. 48,5 57.7 
Govt 13.0 10.7 9.5 8:6) Ties aes SZ. 22.5 
Pvt. 950 °96.8 41.3 39.5 403 45.5 51.5 54.3 


2007 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about, 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


7 : % CHILDREN IN STD III wHo CAN AT.LEAST READ Sto | ) 
camentyS BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


: 5 
3 3 
5 S 
3s # 
30+ - 304 
20, - + 20+ 
10 | a 104 
| 
0 t + 1 t 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 


—@ Govt —@— Pvt —@— Govt —@— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 ] 100 on 
90 t 907 T : isa T | 
80+ ! - 80+ —$ + | a 
70 70+ + aac 
c | = 5 60+ 
2 50 ed 
3 ame : 40 
——| 30 
way 20 
— 4 10 
oe - 2009 ' 2007 | 2008 2009 
@ Boys @ Girls @ Boys @ Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % Ry % % a 

Ac ating Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Std Ill -V) (Std IlI-V) who (Std IV-VIIl) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 15.4 4.1 61.1 62.7 74.6 15.9 
Stp I-V 15.6 2.6 68.5 66.3 Sid 23.9 
Sto VI-VIII 28.0 2.0 69.8 75.6 83.8 vee 
Stp IX-X 26.4 0.8 73.0 79.9 87.6 S11 
ABoveE Stp X 14.6 0.2 75.2 82.5 89.5 33.7 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ e 


. ducation. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 28 Pre |. 1218 
Std 1-VIl/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 3 23 25 
Total schools al 230 243 


oy \:] 8 ae See Xo 4 ved) 1 4 a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIl 


% Teachers attending (average) 21.5 91.6 89.4 0.0 93.0 79.6 
% Schools with no teacher present 696 0.5 0.0 100 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 97 647 56.8 0.0 45.5 52.0 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


7:18 ae 14 we el) tas 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-ViI/VIIl 
% Enrolled children attending 

(average) 91.5 85.0 84.1 79.9 87.1 
% Schools with less than 50% 

enrolled children attending 56 3.0 1.9 pe.6 0.0 
% Schools with 75% or more 88.9 83.5 78.6 81.8 88.0 


enrolled children attending 


BON =] 6 aw em Ra lcy-7\) aa \+-43-9m 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VII 
Std Il class sitting with 
Std IV class sitti ith 

Ap Ba 2.9 13.9 4.6 12.5 


another class 


_ SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7 \:]8 ae eS ese) eta lele] aes 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std !-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
4 No facility 85.7 65.0 64.4 66.7 47.4 32.0 
= Facility but water not available 9.0 4.4 5.9 33.3 0.0 0.0 
4 Available ' 14.3° SOG eae U0 52.6 68.0 

No facility 67.9 15.9) Seer, coG.7, 13.6 ; 0.0 
= Facility but toilet not usable 3.6. “Bef tees be) 0) 20.8 
q Usable 28.6 80.4 71.6 0.0 86.4 79.2 
| ones dh ca age a cad 48.2 93.8 34.1 0.0 100 33.3 
of visit 


TABLE 16: GiRLS TOILETS 2009 Std I-IV/V_ Std 1-ViI/VIII 


No of schools visited 198 24 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 54.5 20.8 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 10.6 16.7 
Toilet not usable 5.1 4.2 
Usable 29.8 58.3 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vill 


School improvement & 
No. of | %schools No. of %schools 


Construction 

schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash 208 42.8 57.2 23 TSia' Diss 
Construction of new 
classroom 245 i GOlos MODs 24 Gie7> Geos 
Ot ee 21% 42.5) emeem eee eS 3.4 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was Carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school Maintenance 
in a village, then the school with grant 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The grant 
school visits were generally 

done either on a Saturday or a TL grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


SCHOOL GRANTS | 


TABLE 17: 

scuoeie acai Std HV/V Std I-IV/V 
owrenent ceanrs OM ate aaa 
New classroom 177 70.1 29.9 0.0 190 40.0 55.8 4.2 


Maintenance grant 187 97.3 2.7 0.0 191° 764 20:9 2.6 
Development grant 180 88.9 11.1 0.0 180 Pao 2309 2.8 


Teacher grant 4 1.6 0.0 183 82.5 16.9 0.6 
Other grants 47 48.9 51.1 0.0 35 22.9 65.7 11.4 


Norte : No grant information was available for 2 schools out of 218 primary schools that 
were visited, This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


SER 2009 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std I-ViI/VIII Std I-Vil/VIII 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of Don’t No. of N Don’t 
A ehapppeschd Pips cesteie schs hey NG know _ schs ag x4 know 
New classroom aH 70.9. 26.8 Ga sae. 65.0 30.0 5.0 


Maintenance grant 23 100.0 0.0 0.0 21 71.4 23.8 4.8 


Development grant 21 85.7 14.3 0.0 18 55.6 38.9 5.6 


Teacher grant 22 95.5 4.6 0.0 20 80.0 20.0 0.0 
(TLM grant) = 

Other grants 7. R29 57.0: Ce ae 0.0 100.0 0.0 
Note : No grant information was available for 1 s¢ hools out of 25 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
tableis based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 7 


Stop ‘lll-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


Srp I-Il‘; LEARNING. LEVELS 


ANGANWADI . . ’ 
; OuT OF PRIVATE. | - MOTHERS 
% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std 1-11) (Std I-I1) (Std Ill-V) (Std Il-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION — sentences 
z pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
Dimapur* 0.2 26.8 mtok 96.3 100.0 100.0 99.1 80.8 89.2 45.5 
Kiphire 28.4 2.6 48.5 0.8 94.8 99.4 99:7 99.1 66.9 76.8 43.1 
Kohima 50.7 2.6 74.7 33.4 63.0 98.8 99.4 98.8 95.6 95.6 84.0 
Longleng 65.9 6.1 es Ne 33.4 Boas, 94.6 95.5 we Pe 49.1 59.4 22.1 
Mokokchung 42.1 19 20.5 31.9 92.7 98.8 99.2 98.8 81.1 82.9 50.4 
Mon 379 5.4 48.0 32.6 59.6 96.8 96.8 95.9 66.1 62.4 41.6 
Peren* ; 
Phek 78.4 a B 33.0 11.4 79.8 87.0 96.7 92.8 60.6 78.4 54.8 
Tuensang 93.1 2.4 23.0 6.2 40.6 96.9 99.3 81.2 49.3 36.2 9.0 
Wokha 26.4 0.3 172 11.8 (oe 95.5 ge 96.4 45.0 54.3 24.1 
Zunheboto 97.2 2.5 18.2 BS ie 58.4 99.2 So 99.3 62.7 61.9 35.7 
Total 57.5 2.4 35.3 25.2 75.6 96.5 98.2 95.9 69.0 73.1 44.3 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
, Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Ke hovt 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 89.1 4.4 0.3 6.3 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 85.6 4.3 0.3 9.9 100 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 90.9 4.0 0.5 4.6 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 91.0 4.3 0.4 4.3 100 te 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 91.2 36 0.4 4.9 100 o 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 86.8 4.1 0.1 9.0 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 88.0 3.8 0.1 8.2 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 85.4 4.6 0.1 9.9 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 68.5 ae 0.1 26.2 100 
a 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 69.9 5.0 0.2 24.9 100 
mega 7-10 boys “f= 7-10 girls === 11-14 boys =—=—@=— 11-14 girls 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 66.8 5.8 Ost DES 100 


NOTE: ‘otHer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
“‘NoT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Srp.) 56 7 8 9) «10, 41° Ae Ss Ae aS 3G: Total 


39.9 44.5 88 6.9 100 
T 3.6 13.3 60.0 15.6 75 100 
TT 3:5. ee Sa2 71.6 38 4.1 100 
IV 3.9 14.5 57.6 16.2 3.0 4.9 100 
Vv vey 3.1 7.3 64.3128 5.6 5.2 100 
VI 3.4 13.1 52.3220 4.3 5.0 100 
VII 4.2 7.1) Gade eee eae. .3.9. . 100 
vill 4.0 13.6 54.8 18.5 7.1 2.0 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 79.6% (64.2+11.6+3.8) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


LE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER. TIME 
as vies OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
707— -- 
In School bo v 
a2 7. 60+- | 
In balwadi |, LKG/ bos 3 = | 
oid UKG Se 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other z= ® 40) | 
= 30 
WU 
AGE 3 75.9 2.9 21,1 100 20 — 
10 ie 
14.3 100 a = i 
a he ss : 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE 5 27.4 2.9 57.6 4.6 0.4 ihe: 100 @ Age 3 Age 4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 88.5% 
AGe 6 7.0 1,7 80.1 6.6 0.3 4.4 100 villages. 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 ; ~ READING TOOL 
Level 1 Level 2 ASMA AAC! 
Sto. Nothing Letter Word (¢rp 1 Text) (Sto 2 Text) Total Alal (AI -e) 
Std Il Level Std | Level 

| 1507, 52.6 18.2 5.0 8.5 100 = 

del 6 AIC NEe! Gai qm PAQRER SER OIG | 
il 5.7 30.2 34.4 14.2 15> 100 a 

z Em | CAOIER @LO EMIG GAM 2I GI NA | 
ill 2.9 Teo 28.6 24.0 28.5 100 eal 6eiaca | comen AIO SAM GIGI AIRE | 
IV 2.0 ize 19.2 26.4 45.3 100 EAAIER AAG SVIATIER | GAIGAI 6ace AC@ HPQ | 
Vv 1.4 7 TR 11.9 26.1 56.4 100 Ael AQ SAINAG W@Q 
vi 1.4 3.5 6.6 19.7 68.7. 100 6@AI | I HOR AQ CAIMA 
Vil 0.6 3.8 ae 16.8 73.6 100 FIMNACR GIG A@lAM! | 2! 
Vill 0.8 2.1 4.1 12.7 80.3 100 Js el CAOlG alam | 
AANES CIGAR ER 

Wi 42 | oe ee | 18.1 44.9 100 er palais ce 

YA AEER AAG 6TACR | 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


5 60 r L 
r= 3 
- 50 r ] & 
= 407- | xs 
307 
207 7 207 oy 1 
10+ 4 10+ | eee 
0+ + a t y os T T 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—@— 2006 —2007 =—t—2008 —@— 2009 


nd 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH ; 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 ; 


—@— 2006 =H 2007 —t—2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHools) 2009 


ENGLISH TOOL 


Cannot Can read Can readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who eee 
Stp. ‘read capital small simple easy Stp. - can read words, can read 
capital letters letters words sentences ‘ % who can tell sentences, % who 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
: words of the sentences 
65.5 192 8.2 4.5 vey 100 | 60.2 60.6 
ll 44.4 25.9 27 2307 oye 100 ll 62.7 72.0 
pee eS. 257 eee 19.0! 9.0 100 Hl 66.0 72.0 Ppeeeinnn ter yieernnrenean pereeteetereerreee 
Pa es Y50es aee s5 5 . Toes sc 
- _ —— 16,3 ©2100 IV 62.0 74.5 rat hot | What is the time? 
: : 14.2 30.2 25.3 
: a 100 Vv Taz 70.2 big This is a red ball. 
Bw 10.6 10.2 28.9 38.1 100 Vi Tap ton 77.0 
cow ‘ I like to play. 
Vil ‘hast 8.7 9.1 26.0 44.6 100 Vil 77.4 five 
¢ pen I have a father. 
Vill 12.0 7.0 6.4 20.2 54.5 100 Vill 69.6 oH Pe oe 7 
Taras 25.9" eet 1.6 23.9 100 }3=— Teen 69.3 76.2 Sige e ewe [SET 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Recognize Numbers 


Stp. Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide Total ASCO oe abe — 
aati ‘S96 

! 18.5 We 18.0 5, 6.1 100 
tt ee 33.4... 34.9 15.2 10.4 100 

il eee 17.7 30.7 29.5 Reece =f | oe fon |] re om 

W 2.2 9.8 peel 32.3 33.6 100 

Vv 5 | 5.6 16.4 32.8 44.1 100 

Vi pe 4.3 10.9 OAS p 55.8 100 

Vil 0.9 3.8 10.8 22.0 62.5 100 

Vili 0.7 ? ii Spe] 19.2 72.3 100 

TOTAL 4,7 17.4 19.1 22.8 36.0 100 eG acai dq | eG acai sdq | sacar | Mae acon 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved bya child. Thus a child who | He SQ ceri ase | veSacenate:| 26 6a cre aa ee aa | 


can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME . : -CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 — % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - Say 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS. IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
i ee 1007 = es 
oT ———— 90;+— | 1 f 
| 
st st 807 
701 + ose 704 
z se} 
a 5 50 
2 sx 40 
30 
20 | - 
10 | | 
o+ : 
Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—¥- 2007 —tr— 2008 —@— 2009 — {i 2007 —tr— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS- WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


[ite tf tt wt@ wey ow weovtt 
Gout a29 45.5 43.7 (503) 80.81'515 51.0 52.1 
57.0 60.8 40.1 52.6 62.3 42.3 55.3 368 
Govr 35.6 44.5 51.6 50.2 52.2 55.3 55.8 56.0 
64.9 68.7 81.9 67.9 81.2 66.1 68.1 60.9 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 


ASER 2009 


Cuarrt 8: % CHiDREN tN STD Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Sro | CHarrT 9: % CHILDREN tN Sto V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


Qn 
7. Ne 
ov ja 
7 + 
_— C 
u 
-_ - 60 > 
BS ol o 
~ — 
hs i) 
BR, . = 501 
= DVI E 
= ‘ 
) — 
— 4 ~~ 
se A4Q> = 
2h 2" 
+$U \ 
20+ 20 
0 10> 7 and 
> ~ > Wo sah > ~ sane SARS 
2006 200 2008 2009 2006 200 2008 2009 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


Cuart 10: % Boys AND GIRLS IN Srp Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST Cuart 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN Stop V wuo CAN DO DIVISION 
Sto | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
701 | “ais 


% Children 


- 
Q 
= 
a. 
= 
= 5 
De 
5 
~~ 


- > 

3 0+ 
INNS > _ 

2uv 2008 2009 


@ Boys a Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % % % * * 

Eduction fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std lll-V) who (Std lll-V) (Std I1l-V) who (Std IV-Vil) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
School 1 (Std 1 Text) Subtraction words or more _ tuition 


or more or more in Engtish 
No Schooling 28.6 14.1 62.0 54.4 37.4 35.8 
Sto I-V 24.4 ote 70.4 65.4 39.8 47.4 
Sto VI-Vill 14.6 3.4 75.7 72.4 44.8 58.1 
St IX-X 20.8 2.1 76.1 74.5 52.1 68.8 


ABOVE STD X 


=n ho aan 
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PRATHAM 


facilitated by 


ORISSA ura 
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME = 


TABLE 10: TOTAL | 
PV Th ee SERS TE 1s ee arate 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 Type of school 


Std I-iV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
Std HV/V : Primary 299 406414 cee eiiltdren attending ~< Gioia Tks, 66.7 10.1 739 
Std 1-VII/VIII : Primary + Upper Primary 214 306 ~=—-329 enrolled children attending 15.8 12.9 7.9 17.5 13.2 9.2 
Tota! schools Ss) 712=—« 743 ve Siegen cusaie 41.2 51.6 55.8 35.0 44.7 50.0 
TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE PAE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 | TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE cLasses PX 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vill % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 

% Teachers attending (average) 78.6 91.1 92.2 69.0 87.2 90.2 Std II class sitting with 

% Schools with no teacher present 31 94 0.0 24 0.0 04 another class OL fetes ot ee 
% Schools with all teachers present >> 9 77.9 80.2 32.2 62.3 70.3 ee ons me 39.1, 65.3 48.8 61.3 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


tae re ales erase 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vili 
ili Construction No.of %schools No.of %schools 
4 No facility 192 Wee ew 10.3 «5.9. 6.8 schs Yes No schs Yes No 
: Facility but water not available19.4 9.3 11.1 19.6 11.4 7.5 Whitewash 357. ee os § 305° 774 - Bee 
Available 67.2 81.4 79.0 70.1 82.7 85.7 peace of new 363 3ee hOsa- 297 49.6 502 
No facility 56.5 23.0 24.1 39.7 14.7 15.2 A eal Of boundary “355 ager tee oe | 248 ee 
tJ 
a 
5 Facility but toilet not usable 21.4 25.1 22.9 34.6 32.7 25.9 
“ad : 4 School Grants 
ASER survey was carried out in 
Usable 27 Bee 20 25.7 52.6 58.9 Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school New Rs 2 lacs per 
; ; classrooms additional room 
Midday meal served on day 66.1 97.0 91.4 70.8 97.3 92.8 with primary grades was visited 
of visit Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 


in each sampled village. If there 


TABLE 16: Girts TOILETS 2009 Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


No of schools visited 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 


227 


37.0 


198 
24.7 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 
Toilet not usable 
Usable 


TABLE 17: 
0 
Yo PRIMARY Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS [COMET 
schs 

New classroom 349 35.8 52.4 
Maintenance grant 304 55.3 27.0 
Development grant 301 61.1 20.3 
eacher grant 

grant) 300 82.0 7.7 
Other grants 144 36.1 38.9 


12.8 


14.5 


35.7 


| | SCHOOL GRANTS | 


Don’t No. of 


know 
11.8 


17.8 
18.6 
10.3 
25.0 


schs 
310 


272 
268 
254 
126 


40,7 © 
a oF GF 4 
48.0 


| April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std I-IV/V 


Yes 
19.7 
39.3 
47.8 
66.9 
32.5 


No Don’t 
know 


63.2 1/<3 


39.3 21.3 
31.3 20.9 
18.9 14.2 


39.7 27.8 


Note : Ho grant information was available for 54 schools out of 414 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


classrooms. Upto 

Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 


grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 
TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 


teacher 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
0 
mo Deen ee Std I-VII/VIII Std I-VII/VII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS [GROMEa No Don’t No. Of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 
New classroom 279 50.2 38.7 11.1 245 25.7 62.0 12.2 
Maintenance grant 239 65.3 20.9 13.8 214 46.7 38.3 ‘15.0 
Development grant 228 73.7 13.2 13.2 208 57.7 28.4 13.9 
Teacher grant 2 g 313 69.5 20.2 10.3 
Other grants 119 48.7 37.0 14.3 102 26.5 53.9 19.6 
Note: No grant information was available for 43 schools out of 329 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWADI il: ; 
OuT OF | PRIVATE MOTHERS 
: I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Srp Ill-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
— Bauwap1 | ScHooL | scwoot | "VITO" | Reapine ee eee 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children % Children % Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-II) (Std I-11) (Std I-Il) (Std IlI-V) (Std IlI-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIII) who who who CAN who CAN who who - whoCAN , 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 

or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 

t pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 

more or more ENGLISH or more 
Anugul 89.0 6.9 cw, 55.2 70.7 93.0 93.0 49.6 70.9 67.0 16.2 

Balangir 69.9 5.8 2.8 30.4 44.0 87.5 89.1 12.5 59.2 52.2 13.6 @ 
Baleshwar 78.2 2.3 3.1 84.6 84.8 OF.2 92.3 Fhe Se fa5 70.8 29.3 

Bargarh 98.1 x9 5.6 37.4 70.9 98.9 97.8 40.5 88.5 82.3 16.0 § 
Boudh* 1.8 0.7 315 57.0 76.5 74.5 8. 

Bhadrak ee 2.0 He, 73.7 76.7 9557 95.7 66.4 76.1 78.0 20.5 4 
Cuttack 91.9 1.7 6.7 74.3 80.8 95.8 96.3 71.0 Ne 73.5 37.7 

Deogarh* 13.2 1.7 28.5 59.6 87.3 83.1 41.6 66.1 52.9 47 @ 

Dhenkanal 98.3 2.5 2.4 53.6 55.5 99.6 99.2 46.9 72.2 64.1 2i03 | 
Gajapati 90.2 et i 5.1 48.2 46.6 ToA4 75.0 34.5 67.2 62.9 9.3 
Ganjam 77.8 5.4 oad. 62.9 40.4 85.2 80.3 sy Te 46.2 9.0 
Jagatsinghapur 62.0 5.8 14.6 81.3 83.2 90.3 86.9 38.6 79.2 70.9 17.3 
Jajapur 77.4 3.5 8.3 it 76.7 88.5 86.7 63.3 68.6 61.8 26.5 
Jharsuguda 100.0 5.2 4.6 30.8 63.1 76.8 75.0 28.7 60.3 51.8 6.4 
Kalahandi* 4.5 7.3 44.7 70.7 89.7 85.9 11.8 81.1 80.2 4.3 
Kandhamal 96.4 10.2 3.0 28.2 25.9 93.4 95-25% 3.5 59.9 55.3 2.9 
Kendrapara T#.2 x 3.5 68.4 78.9 90.6 89.0 53.9 84.9 78.9 37.0 
Kendujhar 85.1 6.3 5.1 50.0 62.0 73.2 77.9 24.4 55.3 51.4 14.2 
Khordha 92.9 3.2 10.4 79.1 83.1 94.6 94.3 66.9 91.0 85.7 29.8 
Koraput* 73.6 1 I (ae 1.8 25.1 22.5 95.1 96.0 71.1 72.3 9.6 
Malkangiri 61.7 23.4 1.1 16.9 18.5 70.2 67.2 15.6 51.5 41.7 ye 
Mayurbhanj 89.4 9.4 vo 44.8 67.2 85.0 79.4 32.6 65.0 56.1 14.4 
Nabarangapur* 61.0 21.6 id 11.4 24.7 83.0 74.9 42.7 30.9 7.4 
Nayagarh* 5.0 5.8 56.1 71.6 97.5 98.8 42.9 88.8 86.8 4.6 
Nuapada 93.4 4.8 2.7 20.5 33:9 86.0 84.3 30.9 48.2 32.4 73 
Puri* 4.8 re 76.9 69.6 100.0 98.8 90.5 83.4 86.0 19.8 
Rayagada 64.5 16.1 0.6 41.5 87.0 63.3 60.6 26.7 56.6 53.0 16.7 
Sambalpur 94.4 6.3 6.7 375 65.9 91.1 90.2 2553 54.4 40.8 8.4 
Sonapur 92,9 4.3 4.0 53.6 49.2 89.2 92.1 92.0 74.8 80.4 75.6 
Sundargarh* 4.9 4.2 23,804 786 93.6 92.5 7.1 71.0 71.0 0.7 
Total 82.3 6.3 4.4 54.1 61.3 88.9 87.1 44.2 69.5 64.4 17.4 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


mm lotal 
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Seat! a ; 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 61.4 30.3 2.9 5.4 100 
AcE: 7-16 ALL = ss61.2—s(286 2.8 7.3. 100 mat | 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 59.8 32.8 3.3 4.2 100 A 
"AGE: 7-10 BOYS 56.1 35.9 3.2 A= 106 iS 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 61.2 31.8 3.0 4.1 100 S| 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 63.7 26.9 2.5 6.8 100 ; 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 60.0 30.2 2.4 7.3. 100 : 
TAGE: 11-14GIRLS 67.1 24.2 2.4 63° 1100 | 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 58.9 23.4 2.6 15.1 100 04 | 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 58.9 25.0 2.8 13.2 100 “ii ma rae po 
AcE: 15-16GIRLS 60.5. 22.7 ee | 45.5° 400 ST TOS: ae a 


NOTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘not IN ScHooL’” = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME : TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 

% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 
607 Sp. 5 6 7° 8 29230: 24 42. 13. - 14-15" 26 lo 
| ! 25.6 35.9 20.8 98 2.2 5.6 100 
Il 4.8 14.1 34.5 28.6 12.4 3.1 2.5 100 
= il 4.4 14.7 35.3 25.1 13.9 3.5 3.3 100 
= IV 2.4 4.0 14.8 26.7 33.8 10.4 5.4 2.6 100 
4 V 6.0 9.6 36.3 25.616.0 4.3 28 100 
Vi 3.8 10.2 23.2 36.5: 16.3.-5.2 2.9 100 
| vil 4.0 8.6 31.4 31.8 16.1 7.4 0.7 100 
2006 | + +«-2007-~2«S—~—té<“‘<«:*«‘«G0028 ate Vill 2.6 11.6 26.4 34.5 17.5 7.4 100 
. Howto read the table: In Std III, 74.2% (35.3+25.1+13.9) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


Po) ‘ ’ 
TE 3: ee | % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
In School 2 : zs 601 | 
: © & £ 
In balwadi in LKG/ Se = 5 so | 
oc 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other 2a £40} | 
o- 30+ 
Ace 3 48.8 20.0 31.2 100 20; 
10+ 
9.7 100 | | 
AGES = 42.9 47 4 : = = 
AGE 5 12.3 10.0 29.7 35.6 3.6 8.9 100 BAge3 ™Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S¢ hool presence has been ret ordedin 75.0% 
AGE6 3.2 5.8 507 324 3.2 4.8 100 Pees 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHOOLS) 2009 


hing. Letter <> Wave ee Le ree puss ot ata (4) | 
Nothin etter or 
Srp. g (Stp 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) cud Wiel ) Std I Level 
, 14.8 Bey, 8.3 100 . 
. Saal 2a We fils fe Ja WS as 
It 4.2 34.9 3250 16.4 12:5 100 adt te Ser 3 | wD 
ill iF 13.2 33.7 26.5 24.5" 34206 Sa War gue Ae Ws | 
@n fee sas ot sts Set 
: 72 16.7 29.6 45.9 100 = ~ i 
es ad | WS Une a He Sa 
Vv 0.6 4.4 9.8 20.9 64.3 100 ag fiir 3 dred | RS 
3 (=) 
1.5 2.9 7.4 14.5 73-7 =) 160 fés fea 3 Fas S ech uu wa Hy 
dar oe vantfeor Fret J 
Vil de 3.0 5.8 13°35 76.9 100 
| TAS Hh dea S Ge a * fe Beat wet 
Vill 1.3 1.4 3.9 6.5 86.9 100 m zane 
JS | Ad Sa AH Sa ge ry 
TOTAL 34 14.8 15.3 17.0 50.0 100 a nie Hee gs | 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can ee a rT Ue 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 
CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS - % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 Stop IV - Vil) 2006-2009 
D 607 7 5 604 
2 | a=) 
= sad T = = 507 
x 407 3s 407 
30+ 30+ 
107 107 | + 
0+ ; —— - | ; t 
Std | Std II Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 


= 2006 =—=——2007 —— 2008 —@— 2009 —— 2006 —H—2007 —w— 2008 —@— 2009 


L 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH | | 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO : 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 


ENGLISH TOOL 


ENGLISH (ALL ScHOoLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who ENGLISH TEST Sample (4) 
Stp. ‘read capital smail simple easy Stp can read words, can read ——a a, 
capital letters letters words sentences * % who can tell sentences, % who SS ee oe oe ee 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
323 r= words of the sentences 
: 16.9 5 Sie 8.8 100 | 83.7 96.3 
il 16.6 26.0 24.9 ED sy 9.8 100 ll 83.3 80.5 
itl 9.5 19.8 30.9 253 14.6 100 ill TGc2 87.8 aon Sear -------- : 
IV 4.2 15.7 P| 36.1 21.9 100 IV 82.4 87.9 i aa We 
V See 97 185 SAREE FG V 82.2 89.5 
: This is a blue shirt. 
vl 2.9 ee 11.9. 27 Rees S THG vl 81.5 84.3 2 
oy : I like to sleep. 
Vil 2.3 4.7 27 265) 157-0 = 166 Vil 85.7 86.3 “ et ae 
x I have a brother. 
Vill eit 3.8 54 21.2 ° 67.4 100 Vill 87.3 88.8 =. 
TOTAL 8.7 14.2 17:5 26.0 33.6 100 TOTAL 82.6 87.5 At te chs So an a8 neta. Ar Hen Z oma oe 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC © 
(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


: Recognize Numbers sits 
1p. Nothing Subtract Divide _ Total . 
4 | 1-9 11-99 as a 
| 73 45.9... 334 75 6.0 100 | | = 
- Rize 65 |[ 38 | t) 918( 
1 7.2 33.3 33.2 21.6 4.7 100 Ee ad ce | 
tll 72 17-9 ORG 37.3 13-6... eee | nl a )| L92J oe, 
v 1.9 yes See 42.5 30.6 100 ‘Sa ae — | 6) 769C 
Vv 0.9 6.3 10.8 33.2 48.9 100 | (8 
ce | has [ 2 | | 
vw veal 3.5 7.9 27.5 59.1 100 | —sf_ = 13 | §)983¢ 
vu 1.5 4.0 77 23.6 63.2 100 Ser re] 
= | i Soe 
vill 1.5 2.0 3.3 19.5 so Me 
ToraL 4.1 142 hes 27.1 38.2 100 | 
joTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who [sa hier fa a Ne ee Sea |) ee 


an do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME . 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Srp IV - VII) 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upPTo 9 - 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
1007- 

907 sy +— £ 90+ 
80+ t + 804 
707 + 70 

5 60} @ 60) 

2 x) 

= 0) 1 = = 50) 

a 407— 32 40 
30+ ill 
20+ 20+ 
107 10+ { 

Or 0+ r —: T 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—{- 2007 —k— 2008 —@— 2009 —{- 2007 —*k— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 * 


i il ioe ey 6 6hUMCtCV:CCOVII 
9.1 11.7 13.8 13.6 16.2 14.6 12.6 20.4 
Pvt. 22.8 20.9 23.0 30.9 28.7 20.7 26.2 29.6 
e Govr 13.8 15.6 203 19.1 21.5 18.0 21.1 28.6 
; Pyr, 29.2 30.6 35.0 30.7 41.3 31.7 35.7 43.6 


NC E: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
ition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
I ld take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
umbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
lid not require payment. 


PU NJAB RURAL 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHo CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 : 


% Children 


2007 2008 2009 


—e— Govt —O— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


rr a oe 


70+—__———- ——+}. 


% Children 


: TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


100 5 | MES “ts re <1. 


% Children 


2007 2008 


™@Boys ® Girls 


2009 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 


BM Boys ® Girls 


2009 


— wee aos ~ Ses 
Ree cere nag 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % Re % ip 
Education Fathers Girls Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std IIl-V) 
out of can read level who can do can read 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more 
: or more or more in English 
No Schooling 27.2 7.0 66.5 62.9 45.3 
Stp I-V 11.9 5.3 70.4 65.3 48.9 
Stop VI-VIII 18.2 6.5 76.3 43.5 cB RS 
Srp IX-X 29.2 of 75.7 74.7 67.2 
ABOVE STD X 13.6 3.4 77.3 75.9 75.9 
NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
196 S 


(Std IIl-V) who (Std IV-ViID 


% 
Children 


attending 
tuition 
16.3 
24.5 
29.5 
31.2 
38.1 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 187 383-414 
_ Std I-Vil/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 81 61 42 
Total schools 268 444 456 


TABLE 12: TEACHER asaya 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 


% Teachers attending (average) 77.1 85.6 85.1 74.2 87.3 79.8 
% Schools with no teacher present 58 O09 0.3 7.9 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 49.6 57.9 54.9 22.4 46.2 40.5 


BPN] 8 ae CS a se ete fete] 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
3 No facility Betapace (2122.12.05) “See 
2 Facility but water not available 12.4 12.0 5.0 17.3 6.6 10.3 
r Available $2.2 85.3 83.9 80.2 90.2 87.2 
No facility pee ee 169 20.0" AG! PO 

2 Facility but toilet not usable ee Gee. 21.5) 2 7.6 2555 3 er 
q Usable So72-914° 76.5 92.4 95.7) 64:5 
oat ee ae 20.4 82.5 95.5 10.1 82.0 100 
Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIIl 
No of schools visited 393 41 

% Schools with no separate provision 8.7 12.2 


for girls toilets 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked 5.9 14.6. 
Toilet not usable 25.2 19.5 
Usable 60.3 53.7 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S ATTENDANCE PANILEPLIIVAPLITIL) 2005 2007 2009 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIIl 
% Enrolled children attending 

(average) 82.7 80.6 84.4 85.4 82.6 86.1 
% Schools with less than 50% 

enrolled children attending 17 38 17 0.0 18) 0.0 
% Schools with 75% or more 

enrolled children attending S01 72.3 82:6 90.0 S274 a7 


ae re eich yl amae\+14-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIl 
Std Il class sitting with 

another class 47.4 46.1 35.0 KTS 
Std IV class sitting with 

cast clades Oe 37 469 33.9 40.6 


School improvement & Std HIV/V Std I-ViI/VIll 
Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes =—No 
Whitewash 393. 56:2 43.8 = 40° 800: sa 
ibtricleana orien 379 36.2 63.9 303 4a Gere 
“tees of boundary Presa y Eso SE iid CO 


School Grants 
New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 


— elk than one govt Sis Maintenance Rs 10000 pa for 
in a village, then the school with grant more:thane3 
the highest enrollment was classrooms 
visited. Hence the schools 

visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 


grant 7000 pa for upper 


schools of the district. The 4 
primary schs 


school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Monday. teacher 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
bcd Aap crt Std I-IV/V Std |-IV/V 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


No. of 
DIFFERENT GRANTS pike ON en achs know 


New classroom Ser ae ee. 344 «233 «31,3 63.1) 5.6 


Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 


“Maintenance grant 336 80.4 16.7 3.0 228 55.3 39.0 5.7 
Development grant 328 84.8 12.5 2./ 250. 73.2 aie Bie 


Teacher grant mee 295 91.2°5.8 34 
or ts 265 95/3 2.5 
Other grants 518 60.1 34.9 5.1 171 56.1 39.2 47 


NOTE : No grant information was available for 13 schools out of 414 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% UPPER PRIMARY Std I-ViI/VIII Std I-VII/VIll 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


MACUL NO: Of yes No Don’t No.of yes No Don't 
schs know schs know 


New classroom a5 b2.9 514 .5.7. 19 31.6) 306) Go 
Maintenance grant 30 93.3 3.3 3.3 20 80.0 15.0 5.0 
Development grant 30 83.3 10.0 6.7 22 68.2 22.7 9.1 


Teacher grant S92 '97H 60 3.0 26 92399 Ss 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 25 48.0 44.0 8.0 20 45.0 45.0 10.0 
Nore : No grant information was available for 1 schools out of 42 upper primary s¢ hools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


PUNJAB ura 


: PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS ' 
Diy 
pe oe on Our OF | PRIVATE |TUITION |'peapine | STD I-ll.: LEARNING LEVELS Sto IlI-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
; Batwap1 | SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-I1) (Std I-11) (Std Ill-V) (Std HI-V) (Std III-V) | 


Districts in out in IV-VIll) who who whoCAN  whoCAN who who who CAN | 

anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO : READ 

or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 

pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 

z more or more ENGLISH or more 

Amritsar* 3.0 45.9 19.0 66.8 90.0 85.3 82.0 63.2 54.5 27.5 

Bathinda 83.3 2 34.2 18.9 77.0 89.4 88.4 70.4 73.6 68.9 31.9 F 
Faridkot* 2.8 28.0 25.0 19s OL 90.2 61.3 70.9 74.5 17.8 

Fatehgarh Sahib 82.8 pe Ewe; 32.2 89.0 88.0 86.5 68:5 79.2 79.9 35.8 = 
Firozpur 60.8 10.7 14.8 20.3 52.4 95.1 86.0 74.0 66.3 65.3 14.0 

Gurdaspur 66.3 4.8 36.4 25.8 69.2 97.2 Seb 90.7 81.4 76.2 25.0 = 
Hoshiarpur 92.6 2.4 34.1 34.9 83.0 88.7 87.3 79.9 797 753 28.9 

Jalandhar* Z 
Kapurthala 95.0 0.4 40.9 20.3 77.4 91.6 87.3 74.5 68.6 80.7 26.2 

Ludhiana* 

Mansa 83.8 9.2 25.3 23:7 42.9 87.8 83.8 75.6 71.6 73.2 27.3 
Moga 85.0 2.4 45.3 36.8 84.3 90.2 84.5 73.4 73.6 68.4 32.8 
Muktsar 71.6 7.1 39,5 a 65.8 88.6 93.0 78.5 67.3 55.7 24.5 
Nawanshehar 93.0 1.0 16.6 oie Pe 84.7 91.8 87.1 81.8 Lis 81.1 28.6 
Patiala* 1.8 19.9 SAF 56.4 87.5 88.8 78.8 79.4 74.6 24.0 
Rupnagar 91:1 4.6 29.5 15.0 64.7 86.0 81.6 72.9 54.9 68.2 15:9 
Sangrur* 11.5 3203 24.5 74.5 92.9 86.6 > TA 65.5 53.4 215 
SAS Nagar* r3 33.6 37.0 83.9 85.7 85.2 84.9 76.3 725 45.4 
Tarn Taran* 2.6 40.0 16.7 67.6 85.7 87.4 85.9 58.8 oF oe | 26.4 
Total 80.3 5.4 30.3 26.5 70.6 90.8 87.8 Taw 71.9 70.0 24.4 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 32 OUT OF 32 DISTRICTS 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


ABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 

SCHOOLS 2009 or % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
Age group “Bescens Pvt. Other peice P ; - : 

Ace: 6 -14 ALL 62.5 30.4 0.6 6.6 100 

AGE: 7-16 ALL eee 8.7 0.5 9.5 100 ie 

Ace: 7-10 ALL 62.7 33.5 0.6 5.3 100 | 

Ace: 7-10 BOYS 7. 353 0.5 3.508 100 a 

pee: 7-10 GIRLS 65.3 26.8 0.5 7.4 100 cist | 

AGE: 11-14 ALL 62.5 28.3 0.6 8.7 100 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 62:6 30.7 0.5 6.1 100 5 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 62.4 24.7 0.7 12 100 | 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 55.4 22.5 0.3 21.9 100 0+ | = | : 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS © 56.7 25.6 0.4 Ls 100 ass atl sti gi 

AGE: 15-16GIRLS  53.7.—S‘17.5 0.1 286 100 Eee Sa 


OTE: ‘orHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
oT in scHoow’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


Sip. 5 6 7s Bees 10 11 12 13> Ae ee 


607 es = 
| I 36.3 35.2 13.5 8.8. 6.3 100 
507- . 
ll 9.6 22.1 29.2 23.5 7.0 8.6 100 
40+ + - — 
= ill 2.2 6.4 18.9 35.5 16.5 12.7 7.8 100 
s 
E307 T — IV 2.5 5.8 22.8 22.8 28.2 6.7 7:1 4.1 100 
Al sie: V 2.8 8.7 12.5 36.1 14.814.5 4.6 5.9 100 
Vi 3.3 BA 22.0 21:1 29:4 10.2 SH 234 100 
10-— t— 
| Vil 2.8 8.0 11.0 35.5 23.1 12.4 7.2 100 
O- = — + ——| 
2006 2007 2008 2009 : Vill y fe: 18.5 25.5 25.2 15.2 8.4 100 


How to read the table: In Std Il, 64.7% (35.5+16.5+12.7) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


} YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


<9 ; 
sci 1 Sache scrasep mere nepal sida? %, CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
In School 2 > a aa | | 
i o£ § 
In balwadi In LKG/ oS 2 | a | 
sid UKG 2 gig : | 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Za 40 
-— 30 
AGE 3 44.2 4Z3/ pig 100 20+ 
10 | 
MGE4G §=42.8 28.6 28.6 100 P | a _ a 
2006 200i 20( 
AGe5 11.8 5.2 40.4 28.7 0.8 13.1 100 
1e villages visited, Anganw sadi/Pre-School | nce has been recorded in 93.2 % 


vy 


cE 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Stp 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 
l 42.9 44.1 8.5 23 2.2 100 
II 15:2 44.7 26.6 8.6 4.9 100 
ll 6.4 2759 31.2 20.4 14.0 100 
IV D6 14.0 26.2 29.7 27.5 100 
V 1.1 8.4 16.1 29.5 45.0 100 
Vi 0.6 4.3 8.3 23.4 63.4 100 
Vil 0.5 22 4.6 15.6 7.2 100 
vill 0.4 12 2.2 9.8 86.5 100 
TOTAL 8.7 18.6 15.8 17.6 39.3 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
© 


40 
30 
20 
10 
0 ————— _ 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV 
—e@—— 2006 —H—2007 —x— 2008 —@— 2009 


Std Il Level 


Std | Level 


| ® fed va atten fare 
Few 4 edt B Aaa BH six 
aps! Sal! Aaa SY GH 
aM tra) arg A fa 4 fea 
Ta| wast sie we GE 


SIH Qe ga! 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto Il LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 


Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


% Children 


Std V 
—H— 2007 


Std IV 
=e 2006 


Std VI Std VII 
—w— 2008 =——@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoois) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoolts) 2009 


Of those who 


ENGLISH TOOL 


Of those who 


NGLISH TEST Sample (3) 
Give Os test bo ALL chien. 


Stp. ead capital small simple easy hon read words, can read — Se 
capital letters letters words sentences Bs | see can tell sentences, % who | 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
| 65.4 24.5 5.8 2.8 LS 100 l 58.9 81.0 
il oF SSS 16.B 7.4 74 Gon il 68.8 75.4 
lil ee are 22.1 16.7 4.2 100 iI 70.7 75.7 . TLS en ee 
IV 13.4 26.4 24.0 26.8 9.3 100 IV 72.8 74.9 > ae te ae a 
V 8.7 19.7 21.5 32.4 nF a: 100 Vv 69.1 78.0 hen old What is your name? 
sit This is a bi ; 
Vi 4.6 gE Be 15.5 35.5 32.7 100 Vi Fie 82.5 This is a big bus. 
Vil 2.9 fmm104 32.7 “466 S900 vil 73.2 81.5 ie weak Gan) 
Vii 17 4.6 6.6 25.8 61.4 100 Vill 79.6 83.8 bag Ihave a sister | 
TorAl “991 eee 225 86214 | eee 72.3 81.6 Eee SS-- 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 


(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


| . - Recognize Numbers Salpeter see afore 
Sto. Nothing Subtract Divide Total 
1-9 11-99 ; ~ | wen aaa | aS r aa 
j 42.9 44.4 9.4 1.9 ioe 1—9 | 11-99 | 7 L 
ees 100 3 {7 |\{7|{2a]| 31 67 1) 978¢ 
i] 15.5 45.2 28.9 7.6 3.0 100 i ))UJtL__J} -35 - 48 | 
TT 6.5 30.5 36.0 19.5 FG-5 100 er pp ler enti te | 86 || 84 ae 
7 ——| =49- = 36 
IV ig a aero © 31.6 30.7 17.4 100 ; ret ae SSS) FEC 
eaee \te7S || ae 
Vv pis" 9.8 23.0 34.1 31.6 100 8 { 9 | ———— =| 46 31 
| ee b= B72 2A 
Vi 1.0 5.2 15.4 29.4 49.0 100 [er | - = = 8) 983( 
Vil 0.6 3.0 8.4 24.8 63.3 100 =) 
5 IL2 | | 45. 4a 
Vill 0.4 15 5.2 16.7 76.2 100 58 14 | -18 me? | | 4) 513C 
TOTAL 8.8 19.8 2OE ZO, 30.5 100 : | 
JOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who oD AR eee eee Sete Re ee 
-an do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


4 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME | : 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Sto IV - VII) 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
90 
80 + 
707 + — 707 + — i 
5 601 G 60 
5 oS 
£ 507 4 z 50 
3 407 se 407 
30+ 307 
20+ 20+ 
101 10+ 
ob + T - - Ot t se t + _ 
Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
{2007 —*e— 2008 —@— 2009 | {2007 —tr— 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: ‘CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School |! il tH 
Govt 1.5 eG i Lio a0 + 3,6) “ae 5.8 8.9 

6.8 eee tt.) 17,00 23,6 Taye) 19.6 
Govt 3.3 3.6 4.7 48 5.8 7.4 Tio) \-bdV 
PVT. 470 1166, 133,1 11.5 16.1 14.0 15.5 26.5 


Vv 


2007 


2009 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


© 607 see © 607 
| AS. 

= 50 + 4 | = 507 

O O 

se 40 ‘i t T 1 se 40 


ee 307 
205 T T = ip 20+ 
104 { | 10 
2006 | ~—«~-2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 
—Govt —@®— Pvt —@—Govt —@— Pvt | 
= __. + Se 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 "9009 2007 2008 2009 
BBoys ®Girls BBoys ®Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % % * ee bie 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std III-V) (Std IlI-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1 (Std1 Text) subtraction words or more __ tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 36.1 15.1 50.9 42.5 28.5 5.4 
Stp |-V 15.4 9.5 52,3 43.6 33.1 o:7 
Stop VI-VIII 18.5 6.2 57.9 48.7 37,3 12.2 
Stp IX-X sw ee 30 61.1 54.4 43.6 3.2 
ABOVE STD X 12.6 2.8 65.8 57.8 53.3 17.3 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Simi 


: lar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


The SECT Tew eit) Ulam 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std 1-IV/V Std I-VII/VIIl 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 319 393-274 cuaieeer een attending 745 ere Ue Fa 72.6 74.0 
Std I-VII/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary jay age 561 ed cteuie 11.9 184.95 42.68 6.8 
Total schools 586 881 835 eee ners Ormore oc iae maa eee e34 56> 


enrolled children attending 


TABLE yrs tat wait 1) (4a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/Vill % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
% Teachers attending (average) 81.1 91.3 92.9 78.9 85.3 88.8 Std Il class sitting with 

% Schools with no teacher present 54 03 0.0 1.5 0.5 0.0 another class 67.7 00.6 63.9 65.0 
% Schools with all teachers present 56.2 74.9 79.8 36.2 50.7 58.3 ee gs he gee eke 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 
eae 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vill 
ee Construction No.of %schools No.of %schools 
4 No facility 26:7, (14533 1G 26.) 10:6. 13.8 schs - Yeses BSNBSS oschs © "yes No 
w a : 
S Facility but water not available 8.5 8.9 10.9 11.9 8.4 12.0 Whitewash 257 59.9 40.1 530 60.4 39.6 
: Construction of new 
Available G4.8)769. 7277) (ez. 61,0. 74.3 classroom 254: [4 85s BBaees a2 38.1:- 69,0 
No facility 35 Uoee aes 22.8 3.8 Sere Gf Boundary 554 +497 eo esue | 926 | 77.4 
ee es : 
2 Facility but toilet not usable 16.9 14.0 26.8 17.0 13.2 29.1 SENDER GMAT 
ASER survey was Carried out in 
Usable 59.6 76.4 65.4 68.6 84.0 67.1 Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school New Rs 2 lacs per 
: : classrooms additional room 
tes pee rer eed on day 82.0 99.0 92.1 83.3 98.5 96.1 with primary grades was visited 
ogy: in each sampled village. If there Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
was more than one govt school Maintenance ene 
TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 ME Sta 1-IV/V Std I-Vvil/Vill he S Rs 10000 pa for 
in a village, then the school with grant mbre than 3 
No of schools visited 23 512 the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision 30.4 13.1 visited. Hence the schools 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
7000 pa for upper 


for girls toilets visited in the ASER survey do not 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: represent a random sample of 


rae schools of the district. The grant 


Toilet locked 9.7 ae primary schs 
; school visits were generally 

Toilet not usable 26.2 32.0 done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 

Usable 33.8 47.3 Monday. teacher 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
sad etmgnie Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V % UPPER PRIMARY Std I-VII/VIII Std I-VII/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING SCHOOLS RECEIVING ; | 
DIFFERENT GRANTS UPAR oman mae eee Wo” pon DIFFERENT GRANTS [VA aL ahi! i RECN 
New classroom 732 16.8 78.9 4.3 208 5.3 89.4 5.3 New classroom 471 22.5 72.6 49 400 68 84.3 7.0 


Maintenance grant 240 70.4 24.6 5.0 197 33.0 61.4 5.6 Maintenance grant 489 68.9 25.4 5.7 392 32.9 58.7 8.4 


Development grant 225 57.3 37.3 5.3 195 34.9 58.5 6.7 Development grant 446 55.6 38.8 5.6 370 33:2 60.3 6.5 


Teacher grant 238 84.5 10.1 5.5 198 46.5 46.0 7.6 Tencher grant 490 86.5 9.8 3.7 389 463 47.6 6.2 

(TLM grant) ; ‘ (TLM grant) 

Other grants 104 22.1 68.3 96 98 11.2 80.6 8.2 Other grants 953 95.3 G64 Biot wie) owe Say 96 
Nore : No grant information was available for 18 schools out of 274 primary schools that Note : No grant information was available for 46 schools out of 561 upper primary schools 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 

table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


Annual Status of Education Report 


RAJASTHAN ruraz 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
AANGANWADI A ; 
OuT OF PRIVATE MOTHERS 
: -Il : LEARNING LEVEL Stp III-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
: % Children %Children %Children % Children 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-11) (Std I-II) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CANREAD RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
z pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
Ajmer 61.1 oF afd 4 24.9 70.8 74.7 48.5 64.5 50.7 12.6 
Alwar 78.5 2.6 49.0 1232 54.3 70.7 68.4 49.8 57.6 48.1 13.7 
Banswara Fick 10.0 10.8 9.4 24.8 58.3 58.8 28.4 30.8 21.4 3.9 
Baran 58.6 7.8 14.2 9.9 32.0 68.0 TDi 45.5 See 46.9 10.5 
Barmer OF Be a2 14.5 8.1 38.6 74.5 74.3 48.6 62.7 58.1 10.6 
Bharatpur 73.3 8.8 41.7 20.1 52.0 87.6 90.8 75.0 58.2 68.0 18.7 
Bhilwara 72.3 23 18.5 14.7 54.0 71.6 72.4 54.4 55.6 49.1 15.7 
Bikaner 49.4 1 ei 20.4 5.6 43.8 57.6 61.8 36.9 58.2 52.8 6.5 
Bundi 81.3 4.0 25.9 1255 49.1 75.4 70.1 64.9 48.7 44.4 14.4 
Chittaurgarh 75.4 9.0 20:2 122 34.1 66.3 64.8 50.0 46.6 37.4 i279 
Churu 69.6 6.7 36.0 5.8 42.1 67.9 65.3 36.7 61.7 56.1 123 
Dausa 81.0 3.3 36.4 8.8 47.1 74.6 67.8 ao B.D 47.7 10.7 
Dhaulpur 42.5 7.2 38.5 i 37.8 SPN a 4 37,2 48.4 41.5 10.8 
Dungarpur 62.1 72 11.9 8.7 16.6 60.8 61.2 29.7 47.2 Baas. oY? 
Ganganagar 63.6 3.4 40.3 8.0 71.0 85.5 86.5 74.5 74.6 64.4 18.1 
Hanumangarh 53.9 6.4 50.2 10.1 54.2 81.8 81.6 ore Sy 66.4 65.0 20.7 
Jaipur 82.2 2.8 40.0 8.3 43.6 77.4 72.8 45.2 65.6 52.5 11.9 
Jaisalmer Tock 8.4 16.6 7.4 44.2 Leak {35 40.7 61.2 58 10.0 
Jalor 39.4 10.4 21.7 13,5 30.1 69.8 69.2 49.8 54.1 50.6 9.0 
Jhalawar 47.7 9.2 32:5 eye, pl 66.8 69.5 28.5 39.0 30.6 Se} 
Jhunjhunu 74.8 2H 39.5 6.9 57.8 89.5 87.1 i253 69.5 63.5 9.6 
Jodhpur 48.2 16.1 23.8 5.0 21.5 55.9 58.8 35.8 46.0 35.2 3 
Karauli 42.4 5.4 46.5 26.2 32.8 71.4 71.9 55.4 66.2 57.8 17.6 
Kota 48.4 4.3 49.2 1233 62.3 78.4 82.8 65.6 65.9 52.4 17-5 
Nagaur 67.1 2.6 41.0 6.5 62.1 74.8 TERS 49.8 54.9 44.8 9.4 
Pali Th 8.2 24.1 20.7 44.5 79.4 7135 62.8 62.9 47.6 1tz2 
Rajsamand 52.8 2.6 4.2 4.4 24.2 Lev 70.1 15,5 57.8 41.3 6.9 
Sawai Madhopur 58.6 6.0 31,2 12.4 20.5 78.5 67.5 57.4 54.1 43.3 3.9 
Sikar 62.8 1.9 56.2 5.7 35ek. 79.2 78.8 60.7 64.2 55.0 16.7 
Sirohi 44.4 13.8 14.8 15.9 30.8 58.2 61.2 33.0 45.1 34.0 6.0 
si 68.6 4.3 30.9 16,5 56.4 84.5 82.1 60.3 61.8 47.5 10.5 
— — - 12.4 7.8 15.8 63.8 67.6 42.0 35.4 30.2 0.6 
: ‘ 30.4 10.2 37.7 71.3 71.3 48.7 55.9 47.5 10.7 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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Facilitated by PRATHAM 
AM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 ‘% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2007-2009 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other veh oes 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 69.3 28.3 0.2 22 5360 

merig All 8 8 8=— 72.9 a7 0.2 4.1 100 a8 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 64.0 34.3 0.2 1.5 100 : 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 59.5 37.4 0.4 27 400 = 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 69.0 30.7 0.0 0.4 100 5] | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 77.5 19.1 0.3 9.22 hep j 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 73.9 71.5 pee ape 4.1 160 ae | 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 81.0. aes 0.0 2.4 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 78.9 10.8 0.2 10.2 100 0 | | 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 73.9 12.8 0.4 126° 460 sal wets sie 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS — 82.1 9.5 0.0 8.4 100 Races A ae eeamneaaie es ee 


NOTE: ‘oTHer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
“NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME : TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2007-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Bib. 2S 6 J! BO 9? 30 a aa en 15. 16: tote 


607 — 

I 15.1 33.0 24.0 15.0 9.6 3:3 100 
507 zl 

ll 3.1 7.8 19.5 31.9 19.9 9.4 8.6 100 
ad | HT} 5.3 17.0 '27.8 222 °S$2 102 4:7 3.6 100 
= 30+ cL IV 2.7 5.6 16.1 21.5 19.7149 9.7 6.4 3.6 100 
‘i V 3.9 18.2 19.1 26.0 14.3 9.4 6.6 2.6 100 
Vi 6.9 10.1 19.8 26.1 18.9 10.4 7.8 100 
‘ Vil 4.7 11.5 23.0 23.9 22.7 14.2 100 
2007 2008 2009 ; Vill reel 13.9 25.5 30.8 22.8 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 67.0% (17.0+27.8+22.2) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


T : % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
oly % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2007-2009 
70+ —— ' 
In School 2 = Ki va | | 
In balwadi |, LKG/ ot 3 3 50 
id UKG Se zs 5 oe | | 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other Zz 540 | | | 
5 30 
AGE3 = 32.7 40.0 aim, 100 = 20 coe 
10 eid 
12.1 100 7 
AGE4 = =29.0 58.8 0 a007 5008 2009 
AGE 5 9.0 eh. Fo image 5. Be 37.8 0.0 6.5 100 BAge3 ™ Age4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 83.1 % 
AcE 6 1:7 5.2 45.3 45.8 0.0 2.1 100 digas 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 READING TOOL 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word earn (Stp 2 Text) Total 


I 6.8 34.2 42.9 14.9 1 100 
Il 1.8 Av 45.9 28.1 {Oe a0 
lil 190 6.0 31.8 40.1 an Soa 100 
0.7 215 Seige 44.6 37.4 100 
AGIs | ara ufeest wa Arar 
Vv 0.7 1.1 4.4 38.9 54.9 100 Shears fare are wperarare ht ares 
Vi 0.0 0.4 2.0 25.5 12:3 100 wal aa suse aaat aga 3 
vil 0.0 1.4 0.0 14.5 84.1 100 Waal ee Trot que 
arte ana sifa fee 14, wat 
Vill 0.6 0.0 pe 11.6 86.8 100 atk nern we afr aieo a ak 
TOTAL i 8.1 19.2 29.1 42.1 100 t fesal ose | aaa a, a, 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can TH wa dana oft wet BI 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II. LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oOo 
+ 
{ 
% Children 
Ww 
Oo 
nd 


- 
io) 

sho 
—}—_——} 


| 
| | 
| 
+ 


107 1 | 
0+ - 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std 1V 


Hr 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 


aera 


Std IV Std V StdVl «Std VII 


———— 2007 =—t—2008 —@— 2009 
ee 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOooLs) 2009 ; COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan read Can read Can read Total Ofthose who —Of those who 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple easy S can read words, can read ‘ recor te nghen resin ve 
capital letters letters words sentences TD. % who can tell sentences, % who See es ee er 
letters meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
9.5 18.7 20.4 41.8 9.7 100 I 13% 53.4 
i 52 95° 14.82 -Sosgme Moone aO0 rT 72.8 64.2 
TT oe 3.1. | 52> Saas Pees Fan Tt 87.7 67.6 Ss are eas a epee 
V fee. 24 36 ae = 7s Gee IV 90.2 77.5 WSS: ye an 
V 1.0 1.6 a ea Ges 80.8 100 Vv 90.9 IR hot at is the time? 
VI 1.7 0.4 0.0 16.4 81.5 100 Vi me aes This is a red ball. 
I like to play. 
Vil Pee oe 0.0 “Sees tho | V 100.0 95.6 a 
ae a eo OR BFE 400. | a 88.3 6% Ty 
ToTaL 2.7 4.8 6.0086 29.0 95714" 100 TOTAL 84.0 85.3 1 aaa aN |—— Sea 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC. 
(Att SCHOOLS) 2009 


: Recognize Numbers © MATH TEST/“foIa SAMPLE(2) 

: = ie gS ATH TEST/ fla SAMPLE(2 

Stp. Nothing Subtract Divide Total — asnananeountaanianiiiasi 

E 1-9 11-99 | Number recognition | Number recognition ‘Subtraction Division 


11—99 


| 3.6 32.2 50.9 10.9 2.4 100 


: | | | 74 63 
dl We: = ides eae 26.7 3.8 100 | pos? }) 26) (AOR ege 2s 
ul G65 2043. ae 46.8 181 100 | 


IV 1.0 1.9 18.1 46.0 32:9: 700 


Vv 0.3 0.0 102 40.6 49.0 100 


vi 0.0 0.7 4.2 31.1 64.0 100 | 
Vil 0.0 0.0 1.0 | [ 84 | 


19.3 79.7 100 | 
vill 0.6 1.0 2.9 12.5 83.0 100 | [25] 
Total = 1.0 61 Se 31.1 37.9 100 | 


| Ask 5, of which 4 must be correct. Ask 5, of which 4 must be correct. 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who | 


can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stp IV - vi) 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upTo 9. 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stp | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
1007— ; 100 
907 90 rs | 
305 80 
e) T 70} ‘ 
5 607 5 60] t 
2 x) 
a 50+ + E 50 
se 407 r se 407 i 
BO ions - . 30+ i 
204 ; + 20 | 
10+ F | | 10+ | | 
l | Std Ill Std lV Sd tC Std Std Vil 
—§ 2007 —te— 2008 = = 2009 —™- 2007 we 2008 32S = 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School |! 
Govr 29.0 33.3 333 238 277 19.2 16.0 38.7 

45.5 44.4 45.5 41.7 61.5 45.5 0:0° 26:0 
Govt 20.9 27.2. 21.8 31.3 24.5 28.5 31.0 42.6 
Pvt. 54.8 67.6 63.5 65.3 59.3 57.6 68.9 64.6 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007-2009 


5 5 

3 z 4 
= We 
O 

= 405 se 404 | 
4 °o 

30+ + 307 | 

20-4 eS 20+ r 7 

10+ 4 115 107 | 

4 0+ T T 
2007 2008 2009 


0o+ T T 
2007 2008 2009 


—=—@— Govt —@— Pvt —¢— Govt —@— Pvt 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD ill wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
2007-2009 


STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


100 : 


% Children 
% Children 


2007 = 2008 “3s eee 2009 
@ Boys ® Girls 


@ Boys & Girls 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


° 


Of these fathers : 


% % % % % 
Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std Ill -V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VII1) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 

school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


Fathers’ % 
Education Fathers 


or more or more in English 

No Schooling 19.0 face Vf oe! 78.0 92.8 26.4 

Stop |-V PAT Lut 76.1 74,3 90.9 38.3 

Sto VI-VIII 21.8 te 78.6 70.1 92,1 39.9 

Stp IX-X 18.7 0.5 86.1 86.0 97.4 38.3 

ABOVE Stp X 14.7 0.0 97.4 84.6 99.4 50.4 

NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 7 20 
Std I-VII/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 5 39 
Total schools 0 12 59 


UN Tee ese a 7 fda 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 

% Teachers attending (average) 93.9 87.0 100 88.3 
% Schools with no teacher present 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Schools with all teachers present 467: 368 100 35.3 


h Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
* No facility 83.3 42.1 2510! 43.22 
: Facility but water not available 16:7 °° 5.3 0.424 
Available ;' 0.0 52.6 75.0 84.2 
No facility 0.0 = 5:6 OG ff 
3 Facility but toilet not usable 60.0 22.2 0.0 25.6 
Usable 40:0 72.2 100 66.7 
ey meal served on day 100 89.5 100 84.2 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 


No of schools visited t7. 38 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


41.2 21:4 


Toilet locked 5.9 21.1 
Toilet not usable 0.0 2.6 
Usable 52.9 sje 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7 \:]8 we San Ce ee ele) em 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/VII 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


AN he SET Tew aia) ia 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/VIII 
% Enrolled children attending 

(average) 88.7 84.8 92.7 88.5 
% Schools with less than 50% 

enrolled children attending Ce 08 0,0 90 
% Schools with 75% or more 

enrolled children attending ae ae ae Se 


aNd eee bch Yi) mae 13-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VIi/VIIl 
Std Il class sitting with 

enathaeciace 0.0 35.0 25.0 10.5 
Std IV class sitting with 

another class 0.0 18.8 25.0: 43.5 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schS .Yes No 

Whitewash 19 68.4 31.6 38 52.6 47.4 

Constructi f 

agcteane ee 19° #94 57.9 38 ae eee 

Construction of BogHaayes 750.0 100.0 382 ee re 


wall 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary scns 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant teacher 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
stiinedk vacamihe Std Hv/V sue kny 

oreeren ceanrs A A i ah amy 
New classroom eno. G00 0.0 14 35.7 57.1 7.1 


Maintenance grant 18 77.8 16.7 5.6 14 78.6 14.3 7.1 
Development grant 16 50.0 43.8 6.3 11 45.5 45.5 9.1 


Teacher grant 13 76.9 15.4 7.7 
erent 647 29.4 5.9 


Other grants Seege6e7 11.1 7 143 /14 14.3 


Note : No grant information was available for 2 schools out of 20 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS wor of vas 


New classroom 9] 
Maintenance grant 32 78.1 


Development grant 26 


ree OU. 12.1 31 
Gis 2.0: - 2F 
Bia aoek 19.2 26 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std 1-VII/Vill 


Std I-VII/VIll 


No Don’t No. of Yes No Don’t 


know — schs know 


29.0 61.3 Dy 
70.4 1855 Til 
46.4 35.7 17.9 


Teacher grant 30 76.7 6.7 16.7 29 69.0 13.8 17.2 

(TLM grant) 

Other grants 26 34.6 38.5 26.9 20 10.0 65.0 25.0 
Note: No grant information was available for 4 schools out of 39 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 


table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


pears Status 


Facilitated 


Heer tie 
QuT OF PRIVATE MOTHERS’ 
Table 1 Stp I-Il : LEARNING LEVELS 


East* 
North 
South 
West 
Total 


of Education Report 


by PRATHAM 


Districts 


% Children 
(Age 3-4) 
in 
anganwadi 
or 
pre-school 


54.6 
80.5 
84.0 
79.9 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 


% Children 


(Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) 


out 
of 
school 


Ay 
1, 
= A 
2.6 
2.3 


% Children 


in 
private 
school 


| 
25.6 
27.7 
236i 
28.3 


%Children %Mothers %Children %Children % Children 
(Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Ii) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) 
IV-VII1) who who who CAN who CAN 
attending CANREAD CANREAD RECOGNIZE READ 
tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or 
classes words or 1to9 morein 
more or more ENGLISH 
44.8 68.1 96.6 100.0 95.0 
6 AS B24. 98.7 99.3 97.4 
ays 64.7 94.8 94.7 92.7 
27:2 Go.2 92.7 94.8 91.9 
37.2 65.0 95.5 97.4 94.0 


SIKKIM _ rurar 


Stp IIl-V.: LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children 
(Std III-V) 
who 
CAN READ 
Level 1 


(Std 1 Text) 


or more 
87.6 


75.6 
rb Be 
73.8 
78.9 


% Children %Children 


(Std III-V) (Std Ill-V) 
who who CAN | 
CAN DO READ 
SUBTRACTION. sontsaca 
or more in ENGLISH 
81.9 62.8 
79.8 69.2 
65.4 i Bre 
81.4 60.4 
77.8 60.9 


ASER 2009 | 


TAMIL NADU ura 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 29 OUT OF 29 DISTRICTS 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN | 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Schost ue | , | 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 79.2 19.7 0.2 0.9 100 | | 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 750 18.1 0.2 Bz) 100 . | — 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 77.9 21.3 0.2 0.5 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 75.4 23.9 0.2 0.6 100 5 ol 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 80.5 18.7 0.3 0.5 100 G 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 82.2 16.1 0.2 1.4 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 81.0 17.1 0.2 1.7 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 83.5 15.2 0.2 1.1 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 73.9 15.3 0.2 10.7 100 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 6 16.1 0.2 11.0 100 
memgee= 7-10 DOYS === 7-10 girls meme 11-14 boys —mgeme 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 75.1 14.5 0.1 10.3. 100 


NOTE: 


‘oTHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘noT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006- 2009 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


STD. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total 
60 T 
I 39.5 52.2 5.0 3.4 100 
507 , : 
il 1.0 20.3 69.8 6.9 2.0 100 
ma 100 
5 ii 1c eS PAR 6.3 1.4 
3 
= 307 ; r : t IV 1.6 16.4 73.1 8.0 1.0 100 
U 
. V 1.9 9.0 80.1 7.0 2.0 100 
vi 1.8 8.0 65.5 21.0 3.8 100 
Vil 1.8 9.1 70.7 14.9 3.5 100 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 1.6 11.3 72.9 10.6 3.6 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 97.5% (17.5+73.7+6.3) children are in age group 7 
to 9. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


: TRENDS OVER TIME 
TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
70.——____—_ 
In School we hs Pe i | 
Ox 8 | 
In balwadi In LKG/ 2 : 3 : al | | 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other Zo £40 | | 
S 30 | | 
AGE 3 68.6 20.0 114 100 & 20 t | 
‘i eo ae 2 
ie a ai = ns v 2006 2007 9008 2009 
@ Age 3 Age 4 
AGE 5 1/4 18.6 39.2 23.4 0.6 Oy 100 oe f 
: Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 94.3 % 
AGE 6 1 2:3 }©-64.5 30.9 0.4 Os 100 villages. 
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READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


amAS Eo SknsorgHs sareir - 4 


Std {I Level 


; Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 


Std | Level 


55.4 208" aed0s 1.9 2.5 100 ats 04 a ee 
il 20.0 33.8 35.1 7.8 SI 100 gsnevasmfs Seer omg 56 eMLLG EST 
57 Osten. Om BIG ZemwnmT 
il 10,5... d9Gae eee 20.5 8.4 100 a, apiek ee 
4.3 9.9 30.7 33555 21.6 100 aussnn. Aig CosBagi Tne 
Sisco Cpipsnmss. Sixy opine Bede. 

: ; 19.4 4.4 Bysye) 100 
V 3.7 7.2 9 3 WME 
f2 4.5 15.6 30.0 48.7 100 Ble é-ecBicener. Sins sring, Cmergy srengy 
vil 0.7 3.4 10.9 25.4 59.6 100 Camdiopre. Sg SG mer opine 
Vill 0.6 1.6 (pe: 21.6 69.1 100 deuneii unbigg ene 
TOTAL 10.6 1226 20.9 23.0 33.0 100 Cun Gs Gocing Fonciins gen Fin 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN. WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
w 
fan) 


% Children 


i A = es 
T + - t SF — 


Std | Std II Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—O— 2006 = ——l2007 —w—2008 —@—2009 —e— 2006 —E2007 —*w—2008 —@—2009 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO. 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLts) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 

Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Sto, ‘ead capital small simple easy Stp, Sa" read words, can read 

capital letters letters words sentences ‘who can tell sentences, % who 

letters Meaning of the can tell meaning 

words of the sentences 

| 56.7 i774 15.8 how 2.4 100 | 58.7 LG 
il 28.4 FP) 30.5 13.4 5.8 100 Il 64.7 oy 4g 
ee ale. 19,1" sae GO 94 109 TT 59.8 68.6 Seater ere eer) 
IV Bok ied BG 2999 15.8 106 IV 61.8 69.5 | What is your name? 
Vv 6.5 10.0 29.7 34.9 19.0 100 Vv 60.5 744 | This is a small bag. 
Vi 3.0 Vena 23.2 38.4 29.8 100 Vi 61.7 776 | 
Vil 1.8 4.6 18.1 36.5 39.0 100 Vil 66.9 74.8 b ae 
Vill V5 2.8 14.2 34.3 47.3 100 Vill 69.2 78.9 z mie: 
TOTAL 13.8 “10@° 7 SPWMIMs 221 100 TOTAL 65% 75.3 Siiewecvemencenere ee 


the local language 


NC ee irr eee 


ee 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC ; 
eos SCHOOLS) 2009 aN MATHS TOOL 


Recognize Numbers 


Sto. Nothing = oe Subtract Divide Total ater __senligs Cia; - A ——e re 
_| Steiwrecr 11 - - 99° 
Ree eee i316 19.4 2.8 fo 100 ie 
il 15.4 27.0 49.8 6.7 122 100 
ll 8.4 14.6 oY Ef 16.7 2.6 100 
Spee mes 511 32.3 6.9 100 
Vv 2.8 a5 38.2 41.5 135.9 100 
0.7 uh, 28.4 45.5 Pie 4 100 
Vil 0.7 1.8 20.9 44,3 BLis 100 
Vill 0.5 0.7 14.3 42.5 42.0 100 
ToTAL «= 8.4 8 34.6 30.7 16.5 100 ce = 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who "lesen ofinas Snow Sante enemon 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 . 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
- % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (iN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD v= Vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
% Children 
Sal 
vs 


307 
207 207 
10+ 10+ 7 
0+ + | ; + O07 T Tt T 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—f- 2007 te 2008 =—@— 2009 —f- 2007 t= 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School |! il 
Gaveeeioe 42,9 13.8 16.0 16,7 16.3 17.5 17.1 
meee 29> 3315 3755 399: B09 29.5 . 30.8 
Beene tes | 20.9. 19.5 22:3. 241225 19.6 20.0 
eee oie 37.2 41a: 36 29 33.1. 35.2 


2007 


2009 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 

tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 

child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 

numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 

may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
_ did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 

% Children 


1 


T - t 7; T T 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 


—@—Govt —@— Pvt —@ Govt —@®— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD III] WHO CAN READ AT LEAST 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 | 2009 2008 
@ Boys ® Girls @ Boys ® Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % a0 to . es 

Education Pathars Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std iIll-V) (Std Ill-V) who (Std IV-VIIl) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 26.0 Ti 47.6 S257 33.2 17.4 
Stp I-V 18.6 0.7 53.0 36.3 37.6 24.9 
Stp VI-ViIl 21.0 0.7 54.5 41.6 47.6 25.5 
Sto IX-X Lae 0.4 5541 43.4 50.2 2fad 
ABOVE STD X 252 0.5 60.4 49.8 5/5 30.2 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED | TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S ATTENDANCEPA! IL $y.) IVAplIlit ili) Ls 2007 2009 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 Type of school Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vii/Vill 
c ate % Enrolled children attendi 
Std I-IV/V : Primary gai.) (388° 385 eaetae) mS 91.2 91.2 91.7 89.7 90.2 90.1 
e * 4 i 
Std I-VII/VIII : Primary + Upper Primary ii. 243. Jet Sea chllgien atendine sod iat as 0.0 0.6! 05 Sam 
ieal echools % Schools with 75% or more 
458 601 646 rpsitet- children atanding 95.1 94.2 94.5 94.0 93.2 93.4 
| TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE XU 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 Tiere hit. faee CIT 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll % Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
% Teachers attending (average) 83.5 96.3 90.8 84.2 91.3 87.2 Std Il class sitting with 


% Schools with no teacher presen S77 i609 © 0:3. 0.6 - 0.0.0.0 another class 76.1 77.3 77.8 71.5 


Std IV class sitting with 
another class 69.3 73.3 


% Schools with all teachers present 58.0 88.8 70.7 37.5 74.0 48.1 70.1 63.6 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


o7.\:) 6a San Cel |i toe iat (oke) ms 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-ViI/VIil School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std |-VII/VIII 
ili Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
__ No facility 23.4 15.4 12.0 16.4 12.6 9.8 Se aera eaaaence cic’ covauan Gam 
eo ese *. 
5 Facility but water not available10.8 5.3 6.4 8.5 5.0 6.4 Whitewash 375 56.8 43.2 257 63.4 36.6 
Available 65.8 79.2 81.6 75.1 82.4 83.8 aa gamia ey 373° 1611°83.9- 254 32.7: eye 
No facility 27.8 20.1 16.5 20.6 13.7 11.6 4 delieaal of boundary’ Bae ee 242. 3a eee 
-_ 
a 
5 Facility but toilet not usable 14.1 31.7 30.4 14:3: 15347 5075 
‘4 . 3 School Grants 
Usable Sen ee ssh 65.1 74.0 87.9 ASER survey was carried out in Wei TT 
i . . . es eee Ole ere classrooms additional ae 
0M ae ree on aay, 83.7 79.8 97.2 85.7 79.1 99.6 with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. if there Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
was more than one govt school Maintenance Classrooms. UE 
TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 — Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll hea s Rs 10000 pa for 
in a village, then the school with grant more thane 
No of schools visited 281 227 the highest enrollment was classrooms 
% Schools with no separate provision 29.5 1.6 visited. Hence the schools 
for girls toilets d : awe f 
? z visited in the ASER survey do not Rs. 5000 pa for 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: represent a random sample of Development primary schs & Rs 
Toilet locked Is 11.0 schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa for pane 
school visits were generally Pee 
eno! usable Bo.2 154 done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 
Usable 43.1 52.0 Monday. teacher 
: SCHOOL GRANTS 
TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% PRIMARY 2 % UPPER PRIMARY Std I-VIL/VIII Std I-VIL/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING Std IV/V Std HIV/V SCHOOLS RECEIVING IN —— / a 
i , No. of Don’t No. o on’ 
DIFFERENT GRANTS woth e Yes No bes a 4 a Yes No ee Ar DIFFERENT GRANTS oh YOR? GO ened ache Yes NO 
New classroom 305 12.8 83.0 43 248 8.9 83.5 7.7 New classroom 9205 “Soi Weed ee 463° «(14.1 79.8 Oya 
Maintenance grant 320 77.8 15.6 6.6 282 75.9 14.9 9.2 Maintenance grant 189 83.6 11.6 4.8 163 76.7 16.6 6.8 
Development grant 282 57.8 33.3 8.9 253 54.9 34.4 10.7 Development grant 169 54.4 39.6 5.9 143 51.8 40.6 7.7 
Teacher grant 
fem grants 248 10.1 84.3 5.7 225 6.2 85.8 8.0 (TLM grant) 143 13.3 83.2 3.5 119 11.8 81.5 6.7 
Other grants 194 10.3 79.9 9.8 181 94 76.8 13.8 Other grants 68. 268 745 92 90 17.8 7it Das 
* No TLM is given in schools where Activity Based Learning is being implemented. * No TLMis given in schools where Activity Based Learning is being implemented 
Nore : No grant information was available for 32 schools out of 385 primary schools that Note : No grant information was available for 16 schools out of 261 upper primary schools 
werevisited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TAMIL NADU pura 


ANGANWADI 
OR OUT OF | PRIVATE |riition (MOTHERS) cry 1-11: LEARNING LEVELS Stp III-V : LEARNING LEVELS | 
Batwapi | SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-II) (Std I-Il) (Std III-V) (Std III-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIl) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 more in (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
® more or more ENGLISH or more 
Ariyalur 96.5 0.9 14.8 23.8 er 3) 43.2 45.2 37.6 49.7 41.2 7.4 
Coimbatore 87.3 ast pO 28.4 ete 83.7 87.5 Lick 7262 63,9 30.1 
Cuddalore 96.3 0.1 20.8 27 a2 59.3 60.1 75.0 GL 64.7 44.4 16.6 
Dharmapuri 96.9 0.5 sare? aT He 62.6 59.8 65.7 60.0 58.0 33.5 10.6 
Dindigul* 1.0 19.4 19.6 90.4 65.0 73.6 58.1 5322 48.9 7.8 
Erode* 2.2 10.1 8.3 55.0 oh ee 55.4 WEY 4 36.7 39.8 10.1 
Kancheepuram 85.7 0.2 20.9 17.3 70.3 61.8 78.9 56.9 65.0 38.3 26.5 
Kanniyakumari 93.6 0.6 47.2 Sou 89.5 88.7 96.3 90.6 65.1 56.7 37.6 
Karur 95.1 0.2 28.6 ifs 56.3 57.8 63.9 47.0 65.9 44.2 14.7 
Madurai 92.4 1.8 20.6 29:7 81.1 59.0 Si.3 49.2 47.3 54.1 13.4 
Nagapattinam 80.6 0.9 19:9 va Ie 75.4 36.7 41.2 36.5 31.0 28.7 12.0 
Namakkal 93.0 0.3 18.6 21.7, 70.5 62.6 69.6 57.0 49.0 32,5 23.8 
Perambalur 87.9 Lon 24.3 19:8 72.0 oF fee: 7353 60.0 60.5 42.3 16.7 
Pudukkottai 98.4 0.9 a5 10.7 82.5 60.2 58.8 46.6 45.3 16.3 L5 
Ramanathapuram 93.5 0.9 se Pl 22.6 69.7 61.2 65.4 S15 65.1 55.6 12:33 
Salem 98.1 Pee | 15.0 23.0 42.9 38.4 55.0 39.6 18.6 18.1 5.8 
Sivagangai 91-1 0.4 255 So Re 67.8 62.8 68.2 . 58.8 60.5 53.6 a2 
Thanjavur 89.9 0.8 12.9 6.2 62.5 67.5 72.4 52.2 515 TA 4.4 
Theni 75.2 0.7 7.9 47.0 55.0 73.3 69.3 51.0 * fe Se 65.9 10.4 
The Nilgiris pee 0.2 46.3 25.9 95.0 67.0 62.1 64.2 67.5 y As 26.1 
Thiruvallur 93.7 0.8 26.6 29.7 fos 73.3 79.0 76.0 50.0 39.4 247 
Thiruvarur. 81.9 1:3 18.4 25.9 57.6 54.7 64.6 51.6 S73 34.1 9.8 
Thocthukkudi 91.7 p | Shr 38.1 58.2 67.2 76.0 63.1 66.1 44.4 23.0 
Tiruchirappalli 87.8 0.6 22.8 40.4 re | 79.9 A Pre 53.6 83.3 63.3 25.8 
Tirunelveli 96.0 0.6 29.4 34.8 80.2 67.4 83.3 67.6 58.7 45.7 13.8 
Tiruvannamalai 89.5 12 215 20.1 76.6 63.5 70.4 61.4 48.3 28.8 10.1 
Vellore 92.4 0.7 Zeia ib ae g 66.0 78.1 87.0 80.9 49.7 34.0 18.7 
Viluppuram Lise | 0.7 6.9 18.6 66.5 58.2 68.7 5335 28.5 19.5 14.2 
Virudhunagar 88.5 1.8 20.7 32.4 47.4 64.9 V2.2 54.1 64.8 42.9 6.7 
Total 92.6 0.9 19.7 24.0 66.6 62.4 70.0 57.5 53.0 ao7 14.9 


* Blank celis indicate insufficient data. 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 4 OUT OF 4 DISTRICTS 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


* 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND. GENDER 2006-2009 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other a 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 93.5 4.3 0.3 1.9 100 
TAGE: 7-16 ALL 93.1 3.4 0.3 3:21 tan) ia 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 93.3 5.8 0.3 0.6 100 ‘ 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 93.5 5.6 0.2 0.8 100 3 | | | 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 93.0 6.2 0.4 0.5 100 0 
“AGE: 11-14 ALL 94.3 2.1 0.3 3.3 100 

Ace: 11-14 BOYS 94.5 iy. 0.4 3.4 100 4 
AGE: 11-14GIRLS = 94.2 2.4 0.1 3.4 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 90.3 1.6 0.3 7.8 100 o! | 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 89.5 Dt 0.4 81-2 2h0G me puts ee pls 
“AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 91.3 0.9 0.2 7.7 100 aaa ee | 


NOTE : ‘otuer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NoT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Srp. 5-6 7 Ge eee cae PE 2s 3> Te TS ten oa 


607 a es 1 
i 4.7 45.0 35,7 63 an 4.3 100 
507 — + 
if 2,1. 3.8: 2617 59.0 5 AB tea 4.3 100 
-—} 1 4 4 
07 il 1.0 4.3 18.5 60.5 10.9 4.7 100 
5 
5 307 T 3 T IV 4.2 10.0 64.1 9.0 7.4 0.8 4.5 100 
° 
q Vv 1.5 3.8 19.2 44.019.6 4.8 4.5 2.6" 200 
20+ 
Vi 3.1 9.959.1 15.0 6.9 3.5 2.5 100 
10+ t | aw 
Vil 1.6 14.4 45.9 23.6 10.7 3.8 100 
i | —_—_ lO 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 7.0 12.1 50.8 21.3 8.8 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 90.0% (18.5+60.5+10.9) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


6, 
TLE 2: SER SEO ATEN % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL cos OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE- “SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
704 : 
In School 2 = bs oa | 
o£ s | 
in balwadi In LKG/ % = S so 
oF Se 50 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other © 2 
= 304 
AGE 3 23.9 46.7 29.4 100 = 20) i 
10+ 
19.3 100 | /- tay 
Ace 4 32.7 48.0 0 = a; - 
AGE 5 3/0 31,3 24.5 9.5 0.9 16.5 100 BAge3 “Aged 


Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-Si hool presence has been recorded | 


AGE 6 9.3 12.4 64.4 6.6 0.8 6.6 100 Mawes 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


READING TOOL 


Level 1 Level 2 [se urwernae (>)| 
STD Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total | Sara Je (3) 
Std Il Level Std | Level 
Pes 623-.- 20.2 8.8 1.7 100 La ae rr oe 
: 10 : 
ll 7.9 40.2 30.4 12:5 9.0 0 ne | sence? 
HT 2.5 28.4 33.4 25.4 L057 100 ASAUShy MAS PV BV’ | AIA-a | OH Weps cere eva | 
z : 
THA Sa | SABA Aol ATH | Sere sree ena 
IV 0.8 15.9 24.0 352 Zao 100 qertart wore | wats ater aaa’ | =e | 
V 1.1 42,3 24.6 34.6 27.4 100 aifstat Teicha TH PRES Ges | Pe (pat dled 
aifaia Sara wee Ay ase | 
Vi 0.6 7.4 20.7 39.9 31.4 100 as-4 apf ath are ae wie Bi ofa 
Vil 0.9 3.0 9.1 34.7 a ye 100 IPAM | Ips’ Ave | CHA Alar ATS at 3 q Wt | Fk 
| Oa) CH FAR APT HAN, zor | Bae 
Vill 0.3 2.0 5d 38.7 53.4 100 | wraqaa anette? Ota areal) gba 7 Bb wT Saseq owe 
TOT: Mee ee 21.4 28.6 25.4 100 aye TEM | woh yo TATA ua a wiaedine 
PHA | GPA’ ANS-A SSAA | : 
NoTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2006-2009 


NOTE: The test was also available in Bengali and English. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME | 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


100 Ty 


% Children 
Ww 
co 
4 


% Children 


Std | 
—@— 2006 


Std Il 


—i— 2007 


Std III 


—tr—= 2008 


40 
oer 304 
20 204 
10+ 10+ 

Or “i 


Std IV 
—@— 2009 


Std IV 
—— 2006 


Std V 
—Gi— 2007 


Std VI 
—t—= 2008 


Std VII 
—=@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLts) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total 


Stp. ead capital small simple 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 


COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Of those who 
can read words, 
% who can tell 


Of those who 
can read 
sentences, % who 


[ENGLISH TEST Sample (4) 
jive this test to ALL children. 


Stp. 


easy 

capital letters letters words sentences 

letters 
I 19.6 45.7 20.4 12.2 ou 100 
ll 14.3 37.6 23.8 20.2 4.2 100 
lil 5.3 28.8 32.4 24.2 9.3 100 
IV 3,3 20.9 192 34.5 222 100 
Vv 1,9 18.4 21.8 35.2 7 IE 100 
Vi se 7.8 16.3.5 A977, 31.1 100 
Vil eek 8.5 10.0 38.0 41.3 100 
Vill 1.4 4.3 G2 37,2 51,0: = 100 
TOTAL 6.0 21.4 1971 30.8 22.8 100 


| meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
| 67.5 100.0 
ll 68.0 78.3 
il 82.1 77.0 
IV Te) i Es len 
ae 36:9 dog fat | What is the time? 
V 77.5 69.9 | This is a blue shirt. 
Vi 70.8 78.0 
boy man I like to sleep. 
V 69. 
9.6 85.5 | I have a brother. 
Vill 73.7 80.9 Pace Peek : 
TOTAL 74.7 76.8 | Se 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


x Nothing es ae eee Subtract Divide _ Total 
: -99 [Number recognition | Number recognition Subtraction Division 
5.5 36.6 45.3 11.6 1.02) E00 63 Sis 
il 4.7 24.3 42.9 24.0 4.1 100 os ee 
ill 1.9 16.0 37.8 37.0 73 100 84 
IV 0.825 phi 28.9 40.7 18.4 100 si 
Vv 0.5 6.9 22.0 46.5 24.1 100 
vi 0.8 6.6 18.6 42.5 31.645 100 
vil 0.4 3.0 8.5 39.2 48.9 100 
Vill 0.3 0.5 8.7 30.7 59.8 100 
TOTAL 1.9 13.3 26.9 34.1 23.8 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS uPpTo 9 % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (in GOVT SCHOOLS IN Stp IV - vil 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 


4%) | 5°) 
= 50+ = a {. ec 
O O 
3 407 =e 

304 

20+ 

104 

07 r | 0+ + t t | 
Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std Vil 
—{- 2007 —wke— 2008 —@— 2009 ~—{fi- 2007 ke 2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School | il il 
Govt 57.6 (62:8.'64.8 67.2 73.7 75.0 73.2 80.0 

2007 N 
45.8 31.4 48.9 13.7 33.3 100.0 100.0 ee 

Govr este Wie 74.1 65.0 72.7 83.2 85.6 


Pvt. 96.0 42.6 65.3 100.0 74.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 


Vv vil Vill 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Sto | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 
5 60 5 607 
= 504 = 50) 
O S) 
se 405 se 404 

30+ 30-4 

20+ t 20 

10+ + 10+ 

T T = T E 0 T T 
2006 2007 2008 2009 ; 2006 2007 2008 2009 
——Govt —@-— Pvt ——Govt —@— Pvt 
L 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD IIl wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 ad 2008 a 2009 


2008 
M™Boys ® Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % be ve J oe 2 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (StdIll-V) (Std IIl-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


;, or more or more in English 

No Schooling 19:1 4.5 46.1 54.7 43.7 64.1 
Sto I-V 2379 2.0 46.1 54.3 47.5 Tore 
Sto VI-VIil 17,2 1.0 59.6 63.7 53.0 79.4 
Stp IX-X 27.0 0.0 55.4 68.6 58.7 81.2 
ABOVE STD X 13.5 21 67.9 69.6 66.6 93.6 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary Ae 36 60 
Std I-ViI/VIil : Primary + Upper Primary 2 26 44 
Total schools 17 62 104 


TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE 


Type of school Std I-IV/V 
% Teachers attending (average) 


% Schools with no teacher present go 9.9 09.0 


2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-VII/VIII 


0.0 


87.7 85.1 89.2 65.0 79.5 83.3 


4.3 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 7, 4 53 6 50.0 0.0 47.8 41.9 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


aN: 18 te Se el a t-m eva ole) 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 
4 No facility 0.0) S263% SO. a 2227. 37.5 
2 Facility but water not available 20.0 12.9 16.4 50.0 13.6 12.5 
7 Available 80.0 54.8 52.7 0.0 63.6 50.0 

No facility 0:0; 15.6) 335) B00) 827.3: 9.1 
= Facility but toilet not usable 0.0°- 6.3: 220.0 Sig: S-2) 6.8 
4 Usable 100° 78.1 76.7 * 0.0: 54.5 84.1 
ewe ag oicli Soaet 78.6 90.0 92.5 100 100 92.5 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 


No of schools visited 44 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 


of 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


of 
37.8 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked is 5.4- 
Toilet not usable 11.4 13.5 
Usable 31.8 43.2 


Type of school 

% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S ATTENDANCE PANIL 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-VIi/VIil 


68.3 75.9 76.2 87.4 84.5 71.1 


enrolled children attending 26:7) GiB 2 G9 Reo 0) 12.5 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 93.3 52.4 53.4 100 86.7 42.5 


TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES PANILMPLIYAPLINIT) 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/VIII 
Std Il class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

another clace S2i4> 2 7ae 28.6) S721 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HIV/V Std I-VII/Viil 
Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash ye 36.8 63.2 43 BAO: = 58.1 
rman oitee 57 140) 860. Seis os 80.5 
Construction of boundary 58 121. eolee Sat sips 


wall 


ASER survey was Carried.out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 


School Grants 


Rs 2 lacs per 
additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


New 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 


schools of the district. The grant ~—— 7000 ee. 
school visits were generally shied 
done either on a Saturday or a TLM ‘grant Rs. 500 pa per 


Monday. 


teacher 


Ly SCHOOL GRANTS | 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
% PRIMARY Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING ae — 
No. of Don’t No. 0 fe) 

a thbasaitd pata iy ; seit dna Ne know  schs Yes ne know 
New classroom mentee 61.1 18,5 39-103 °61,5. 28.2 
Maintenance grant 45 40.0 42.2 17.8 32 18.8 53.1 28.1 
Development grant 48 54.2 31.3 14.6 33 Lei2) 46,5 33.3 
Teacher grant 4 46.7  Se5 GF 457 28.6 
(TLM grant) 48 54.2 29 

Other grants mmo6.4 847.8 26,1 21 194 52,4 28.6 


Note : No grant information was available for 8 schools out of 60 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
REP En SRIMARY Std I-VII/VIII Std I-VII/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING aa oo 
No. of Don’t No. o N on’ 
fe ge i schs = be know — schs — = know 
New classroom 31. 25.8 67.7 65 24 Oe Ge.9 16.7 
Maintenance grant 31 61.3 32.3 6.5 24 45.8 41.7 12.5 
Development grant 27 81.5 14.8 3.7 18 61.1 27.8 11.1 
Teacher grant 30 76.7 20.0 3.3 17 52.9 35.3 11.8 
(TLM grant) noe 
Other grants if) $8.3 33.3 83 & Bras eee G25 
Note : No grant information was available for 7 schools out of 44 upper primary schools 
that were visited, This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 


PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 
ANGANWADI A 
OUT OF | PRIVATE MOTHERS : ey 
Table 19: ce Sransi {1 SCHOOL TUITION DeAnING Stp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp IIIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children % Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-Il) (Std I-Il) (Std I-li) (Std III-V) (Std IlI-V) (Std IlI-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VIII) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CANREAD RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH» 
z more or more ENGLISH or more 
— 

Dhalai 59.7 eet 4.1 Fe Pe 61.1 76.8 85.6 67.0 50,7 50.7 15.4 
North Tripura 63.5 3.0 4.1 78.3 81.2 92.3 92.0 78.7 51.1 S7 at 24.9 
South Tripura 81.4 15 5.0 74.6 77.6 97.1 96.0 89.7 56.8 61.7 24.8 
West Tripura 85.4 1.4 4.0 TEs 65.7 93.8 97 5S. 85.6 49.4 57.4 92 


Total 75.6 1.9 4.3 76.0 72.4 92.7 94.9 83.2 52.1 58.1 17.9 


UTTARAKHAND 


le 
Vv) 
Lud 
: 
0. 
at 
_ 
—_ 


= 

S 

x 
2 = 
Oo 
2 © 
ui <¢« 
Oo =z 
- <2 
u 2 
* Ss 
=} 


DAMAN AND Diu 


PUDUCHERRY 


i 
I 


Te re 


6 ee 
Annual WAT of Education Report 


UTTARAKHAND evra 


ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 13 OUT OF 13 DISTRICTS 
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Facilitated PRATHA 
Ee ted by SPRATHAM 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 — school ‘% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Not in 

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other School 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 72.4 24.7 LG 1.4 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL jee: ph: 1.4 25.) 400 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 70.4 72 1.8 0.6 100 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 67.9 30.0 £16 0.6 100 = 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 73.2 24.1 2.2 0.6 100 0 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 76.3 20.1 1.3 33°) 400 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 753 21.6 1.4 1.8 100 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 72 18.5 1.4 3.0 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 75.1 15.9 0.8 8.3 100 : 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 75.9 16.8 0.9 63) (100 
w—o=—= 7-10 boys =i 7-10 girls ==te— 11-14 boys ——@— 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS Ti6 15.8 0.5 11.2 100 


NOTE: ‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL L 2006- 2009 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Sti. 55° 6° 7-8: -9. eee ae a 14, (15> 16: ore 
| 30.0 44.9 16.1 6.1 3.0 100 
I 4.0 17.0 44.2 23.7 5.4 5.8 100 
5 il 3.6 14.3 43.3 21.6 10.6 2.7 3.9 100 
= IV 4.3 15.8 37.4 26.6 9.0 °4.9 Ze 100 
‘ Vv 53 11,3 "40.9, 22.9 11.5: -3.5 4.5 100 
Vi BS! 12.9 30.5 32.7: 12.8 5.1 2.8 100 
Vil 3.5 11-5) 36:5) 28.3:13.1-4.8<-2.4 100 
Vill a9 10.8 33.4 31.8 14.2 5.8 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 75.5% (43.3+21.6+10.6) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
pisventnr TvPus OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


2006-2009 


707— + —- 
In School 2 = Me pal Ss 
i o § 
In balwadi In LKG/ bo = o sot aes | 
o < c 
anganwadi URS Govt. Pvt. Other Za $40} 
S 30+ 
AGE 3 68.1 7 ig 20.4 100 20 s 
Ace4 67.0 21.5 11.5 100 ; i | i i 
2006 2007 2008 2009 
\ c mf rf 
AGE 5 18.4 59 39/4 29.2 2.4 5.0: ° 100 MAge3 “Age4 
- Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S¢ hool presence has been recorded in 86.5 % 
AGE 6 3.6 4.6 58.6 29.9 1.6 ee a0 ilgeds, 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


Facilitoted by PEAT 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 


l 24.5 44.5 195 6.7 4.8 100 
ll rg! 293 38.0 L7.5 10-1 100 
tll 3.8 16.4 22.0 32.2 25.6 100 
IV 20 8.7 14.5 28.0 46.8 100 
V 0.9 IF i 19.5 68.1 100 

0.8 af 4.7 12.8 79.1 100 
Vil 0.6 Li 2 8.9 86.5 100 
Vill 0.3 0.8 1.6 6.3 91.05 100 
TOTAL 5.1 13.6 14.3 i7-3 49.8 100 

NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Srp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


907 7 r a 
807 c ey | 
707— 7 oe if 
© 607— T = < —- 5 
z 50 i = 
S S 
pet: ae 4 32 
304 
207 | 
10+ | 
0+ t 1 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std Vil 
—t— 2006 —ii-2007 —t—2008 —@— 2009 —e— 2006 —i—2007 —8—2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Sto. ‘ead capital small simple easy Sto. oy ei wae Epa reng reeves ayes 
capital letters letters words sentences © WHO CAR Tew: Se ROtences; Fo WiO | 
ertec: meaning of the can tell meaning 
words of the sentences 
I 38.3 52 we 14.8 9.4 4.3 100 l 62.2 69.5 
Il 22.3 30.8 24.9 14.6 7.4 100 ll 61.1 83.9 
ill 11.6 Ps A 4 27 3 -aaoe 13:9°=.. $00 Ul 59.8 69.2 
IV 8.3 16.9 19.8 34.8 20.3 100 IV 70.0 75.0 
V 5.8 9.2 16.3 34.2 34.5 100 V 69.0 80.0 ee 
Vi 354 Viz 11.4 7 oe f 50.6 100 Vi 73.6 82.6 | co 
; | Thi ing 
WEIS 372 Sea eS oe ee 72.5 82.7 pay: 
Vill 15 1.9 4.6 Zax 69.8 100 Vill 75.6 83.1 
TOTAL 12.0 16.3 16.3 24.4 S20 100 TOTAL 68.7 80.7 | Ecorse a 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


e Nothing = = —" Subtract Divide Total as Tees era 
| eo 26:1 43.9 21.8 6.0 9 100 
Il 7.6 32:7 40.9 14.9 3.9 100 
lt 3.6 19.9 33.6 32.5 10.3 100 
IV Ae UR 19.9 41.0 24.8 100 
Vv 0.9 6.2 15.9 31.3 45.7 100 
vl 1.3 4.3 8.6 22.5 63.3 100 
vil 0.9 2.0 6.9 21.8 68.4 100 
Vill 0.5 1.5 5.0 16.1 76.8 100 
TOTAL 5.5 15.8 19.8 24.0 35.0 100 


dia qd, ford 4 wht of oft: re! 1 hy | ¢@ went wh wh ern enfeqs 
' 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS uPTo 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (iN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD IV - - Vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 


% Children 


| 
| 


0 | —— = 
Std | Std il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 


——e 2007 —w— 2008 39 —-@— 2009 —§- 2007 —w—2008 —@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


“Year School | io mnsiew yo oN. OWN Ve 
F “Fe Pr 1 |) . Aer ty ai a a 
2007 oe 
| Py, 13.2 17.9 21.3 18.5 19.3 20.7 26.4 24. 
aes) ees en eee 6,5. 7.506«—7.5. Bh 
Py, 17.5 22.4 28.0 36.4 35.0 41.5 28.4 42.7 


ve Ss ae dee 
ie a wie! 
- , es * 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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LEARNING LEVELS 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stp | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


90+ = 
80+ Me —_ _ - ——— 
70 _ 2 Bas 3 = a @ 
5 60;——* ——+ - - 5 
3 i) 
SS : 
O O 
se 407 T Xs 
30 30+ 
| 
20-+ ; +- 20 
10+ =| + 10+ 
0+ t t ~ 0+ | t 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 
— Govt —@— Pvt = Govt —@— Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN Stp II] wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


i 
oO 
o 


% Children 


07. =" a 2008 2009.” 2008 
™Boys ™Girls BE Boys © Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % bs P * sh 2 

Education _ Fathers Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std IlIl-V) who (Std Il -V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-Vill) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1 (Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 15.8 5.4 56.8 41.9 35.4 6.5 
Stp I-V 13.0 3.8 70.0 55.6 43.5 7.9 
Sto VI-VIII Lh 0.3 75.0 61.3 51.4 ree 
Stp IX-X PH pe 0.2 75.9 65.1 58.2 13.3 
ABove Stp X 26.3 0.1 83.1 75.9 69.1 24.0 


NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Simila 


. r analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
+ Std I-IV/V : Primary 187 316. °"345 
Std I-VIi/Vili : Primary + Upper Primary 13 16 8 
Total schools : 200 D372 i Se 


TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE 12005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 


% Teachers attending (average) 75.6 91.6 94.5 91.8 93.7 77.1 
% Schools with no teacher present g7 94 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 


% Schools with all teachers present cy 4 81.3 84.7 76.9 78.6 50.0 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 14: FACILITIES Teta fete) me 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


_ % Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
a No facility 24a 4a5.4 14.6 23.1 0.0 42.9 
s Facility but water not available 6.5 10.5 13.4 7.7 6.3 0.0 
4 Available 627.0 7451 72.0 69.2 93.8 57.1 

No facility Zueae.o, 0.6 16.7 0.0 33.35 
S Facility but toilet not usable 19.4 15.9 31.2 25.0 18.8 33.3 
g Usable aa s.4 62.0 58.5. 81.3 333 
mn ee on 00 cay 84.7 97.8 89.2 69.2 93.8 71.4 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 — Std I-IV/V Std I-VH/VIII 


No of schools visited 245 4 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Sore 25.0 


Toilet locked Lid 50.0 - 
Toilet not usable 26.5 25:0 
Usable 23.3 0.0 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S Pima ytd 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school 


Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 85.7 85.6 84.2 86.2 86.6 76.3 
% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 21548 09 0.0) 63 ae 


% Schools with 75% or more 


enrolled children attending 83.0 78.8 79.3 92.3 75.0 62.5 


TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIll 
Std II class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

pnathGriclase 60.9 55.9 64.3 50.0 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std LIv/V Std I-VII/Vili 

Construction No. of % schools No. of % schools 
schs Yes No schs_ Yes No 

Whitewash 301 84.1 16.0 5 80.0 20.0 

« ti 

SL aaehaeaia one 28000915) (78.6 =. 5 00s 

C Zs 

elgg of boundary or oS 708° 6 aoa eee 


School Grants 


Rs 2 lacs per 
additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 


New 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 


represent a random sample of 


Development primary schs & Rs 


schools of the district. The grant 7000 pa oe 
school visits were generally eile! 
done either on a Saturday or a TLM grant Rs. 500 pa per 


Monday. teacher 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Pages pinit Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING “tie oe 
No. of Don’t No. o 

DIFFERENT GRANTS ip te Yes No Bate chs Yes No CAR 
New classroom 267 ese 6) 215 11.2 76.7 12.1 
Maintenance grant 292 81.9 12.7 5.5 236 61.0 29.7 9.3 
Development grant 282 80.5 15.3 4.3 237 64.6 27.4 8.0 


Teacher grant 24.250 80.4 13.2 64 
grant) 301. 950137 2 
Other grants 96 31.3 57.3 11.5 80 18.8 66.3 15.0 


1 No grant inforrnation was available for 21 schools out of 345 primary schools that 
revisited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
silable or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above ta ble 
based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 18: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
ee Std I-Vil/VIII Std |-VII/VIIL 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 

DIFFERENT GRANTS Ne is Yes No ea parity Yes No ee 
New classroom 5 0.0 80.0 20.0 4 0.0 100.0 0.0 


Maintenance grant 100.0°00 0.0 4 50.0 50.0 00 


Development grant 83.3 16.7 0.0 


Teacher grant 


5 

6 Ga Ou it.7 866 
7 

(TLM grant) 


65.7 14.5 V.0 7 71.4 26:6) OY 


Other grants 2 G0 100.0 0.0 2 0.0 100.0 0.0 
Note : No grant information was available for 1 schools out of 8 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS 


ANGANWADI i 
RS 

Table 19: OR Out OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHE Stp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp III-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
BaLwap1 | SCHOOL SCHOOL READING 


% Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children % Children %Children %Children %Children 
(Age 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-ll) (Std 1-I1) (Std I-Il) (Std IIl-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


Districts in out in IV-VilI) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 

or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS _ LETTERS or Level 1 SUBTRACTION ‘sentences 

pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 

N more or more ENGLISH or more 

Almora 96.7 1.2 23.8 14.4 82.3 93.2 90.3 76.7 82.6 79.8 20.9 
Bageshwar 96.8 0.8 15.4 16.4 73.9 S37 84.8 76.7 66.1 57.8 10.5 
Chamoli 82.0 0.9 9.0 11.6 67.7 84.9 86.9 67.8 77.6 68.2 10.5 
Champawat 98.7 0.5 15:2 6.6 64.7 98.1 98.6 95.8 84.6 67.4 36.7 
Dehradun 78.7 a5 46.2 26.6 85.5 73.2 rg te | 68.2 64.1 50.8 28.6 
Garhwal 79.4 0.1 12:5 12.4 84.4 81.8 79.4 49.6 77.4 66.8 19.9 
Haridwar 69.1 1.8 41.1 13.5 54.1 75.0 7735 71.0 64.0 53.4 33.8 
Nainital 69.7 1.8 19.9 ‘eS 77.4 89.6 88.1 £3..9 86.8 76.3 2354 
Pithoragarh 92:1 0.3 35 7.6 83.3 95.8 86.8 74.4 90.3 84.4 23.8 
Rudraprayag 90.5 0.0 Fe oe j 730 80.0 73.8 53.7 Fe 56.7 14.5 
Tehri Garhwal 78.4 0.0 15.9 3.6 Fad 89.0 87.3 77.3 72.0 53.2 28.9 
Udham Singh Nagar 87.1 ee | 36.8 133 54.1 77.9 79.9 61.3 58.3 41.6 20.6 
Uttarkashi 92.5 1.0 29.1 14.2 78.5 81.9 80.2 69.1 69.2 46.9 gh Be 
Total 84.2 1.4 24.7 12.8 72.2 83.9 82.7 69.4 73.8 62.2 re fw 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 69 OUT OF 69 DISTRICTS ASER aser 2009: 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
: Total 


F Age group Govt. Pvt. Other oe ak : | | 
: 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 57.3 35.8 1.9 4.9 100 | | | 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 53.7 36.8 1:7 7.9 100 is | mn | papel 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 61.5 33.6 2.0 2.9 100 | 
AcE: 7-10 BOYS PRM Fk roy. 1.8 2:70) *700 A So | 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 65.0 29.4 2.4 3.3 100 0 | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 50.9 39.6 1.5 8.1 100 : | 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 49.0 42.7 1.3 7.0 100 °| 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 53.2 35.6 V7 9.574 4106 
AGE: 15-16 ALL cya. Ree CB: 1.0 21.6 100 0! — ———- 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 38.2 40.6 et 20.1 100 at nia . pate ie 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS = 37.7, (37.8 dea (|| 2306 ie ae | ee os es ee a 


NOTE: ‘otHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


Sip. 5 60 O75 ae ee OE 12 2S) ae ee ee 

I 23.9 40.6 17.2 10.5 7.8 100 

T 3.0 14.6 31.5 29.6 7.7 8.1 5.6 100 

5 TT 43 OV B77 207 158.3947 2.8 100 
= IV 1.6 3.7 14.6 25.5 31.6 7.8 9.3 6.0 100 
4 201 V 1.8 5.8 7.5 36.3 18.617.0 5.8 7.3 100 
vi 5.0 $5.3 -227595.2 114°.65 40° 100 

Vil 8.2 7.3 36.1 24.9 14.4 7.1 2.0 100 

2006 2007 2008 2009 Vill 6.4 15.1 28.6 28.8 13.6 7.5 100 


Howto read the table: In Std III,74.2% (37.7+20.7+15.8) children are in age group 8 
to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


= 
AMEE See et eee % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
705 
In School 2 : i an aa a" | | 
balwadi ££ § ; a | 
In In LKG/ “3 S 2 F. 50+ | | 
A | 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other za $40 
5 30 
Ace3 41.7 6.2 52.1 100 3° 20 
10+ 
lane wise 7 iets 04 2006 2007 ) 2008 2009 
AGE 5 17.4 8.9 33.6 20.0 id 18.0 100 mAge3 mAge4 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been re¢ orded in 89.5 % 
AGE 6 4,3 4.6 54.2 28.1 2.5 6,3, 100 iithves. 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Stp. Nothing Letter | Word Pease ron a “aa Total Ba 
td Ii Leve 
I rea 818 - 10,2 2.8 2.0 100 LEH mae 
il 18.7 40.1 257 9:9 5.8 100 Ta) Gt AAD areas HW 
iil 99 29.6 2954 Re E2ek 100 
56 19.3 24.1 27.0 24.0 100 
V 3.6 13.4 19.5 26.0 Best od hOO 
2:4 YAY S17 24.9 53.6. - 100 
vil 1.4 5.4 8.0 13:7 65.4 100 
Vill 0.9 4.2 5.1 14.8 75:0." 100 
TOTAL 13.2 23.1 Lint 5 ee | 28.8 100 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can | | 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. s 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD | - IV) 2006-2009 Sto IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
wd 

% Children 


Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VI! 
——@— 2006 —G—2007 =—w—2008 —@— 2009 —e— 2006 = —g— 2007 —w— 2008 —g@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoOLs) 2009 


oO 
e 


Cannot Can read Can readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. ‘ead capital small simple eas Call TORE WOtde ean read 
. : vole STD. % who can tell sent % wh 
ree letters letters words sentences meant of the pe baniety “salons 
etters 
words of the sentences 
| 65.2 PS BIA 7.8 3.0 0.8 100 j 67.1 71.4 
ll 42.0 32.9 15.8 (Gv Del 100 Il 63-7 76.5 
ill 31.9 32.0 19.9 12:0 Mae 100 tl 65.3 F2.5 
IV DABS 28.6 230 18.6 8.4 100 IV 68.8 TALS fat | 
a What is the time? 
V 1525 24.3 23.3 22.9 14.0 100 V 68.2 78.6 eon ae a 
isis a blue shirt. 
Vi 8.6 18.0 21.5 28.7 IAG 4 100 Vi TAGS 76.0 
Vil 6.4 13,0 18.5 29.7 S274 100 Vil 70.5 80.1 fa aorta 
Vill 53 10.5 14.8 27.6 41.9 100 Vill 72.0 82.1 on : Fate. 
TOTAL Jere ee 17.7 «16:7 > aeeeemaee TOTAL 69.2 78.8 Sone See 
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ARITHMETIC 


TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(Aut ScHoots) 2009 


Recognize b Numbers 


Sto. Nothing 5 11-99 Subtract Divide Total | SEE 
I = oS 39:9 11.8 2.1 0.9 100 
li 20.4 43.6 26.4 6.9 Let, 100 | 
Hi iid 34.0 34.5 15,2 5.4 100 
IV 6.138 nes 33.7 23.9 13.0 100 
Vv 4.1 16.2 29.8 28.8 24.1 100 
Vi 2.3 10.5 e2.> 31.9 32.8 100 
Vil 1.5 7.6 18.1 29.6 43.2 100 | 
vill 1.1 55 «13.8 26.5 53.2 100 are 18 24 
TOTAL 14.1 25.4 24.3 18.7 17.6 100 : | 1 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who ee | 2 re ae ee eS eme ann ae 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. - ai 


NOTE: The test was also available in Hindi. 


4 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upPTo 9 
tn ¢ GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN Govt SCHOOLS IN STD IV - vin 
2007-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


Std | Std II Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—™- 2007 —*—2008 §9=9—@— 2009 ——- 2007 —w— 2008 §=9§—— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School i i i IV Vv Vi 
Govt 3.8 4.1 4.6 5,8) 1 [Oa 27 6 9 as Be 

Bile Ga a730) 17.3 19.5 201, 209%, 24.5 
Govt 5.2 Py ee Pd 64 7:3 84 94 11.8 
Pr. 12.8 15.4 18.6 19.6 21.0 19.2 20.7 24.8 


vil 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 


: % CHILDREN IN STD IIl WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 
coat BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD Ill wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
2007-2009 


Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 : 2008 2009 ~ 2008 
HBoys ®Girls ™Boys ®Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ %o % % % ap % 
Gir Children Children Children Children 


Education Fathers 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std IIl-V) who (Std IV-Vill) 


out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1 (Std1Text) subtraction words or more _ tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 32.8 9.8 41.7 29.7 21.2 8.3 
Sto I-V 13.4 7.1 44.6 31,7 Fe Ms 8.9 
Sto Vi-Viil 16.3 5:9 46.7 32.9 24.9 g th Be 
Srp IX-X 20.1 Hf 54.4 40.7 30.8 het 
ABOVE STD X 17.5 a2 62.9 49.5 40.4 23.4 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 


Annual Status of Education Report 


aser 200) 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


UTTAR PRADESH ura 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


: Type of school 2005 2007 2009 


Std !-iV/V : Primary 786 1885 1796 
Std I-Vii/Vill : Primary + Upper Primary 395 99 101 
Total schools 1181 1984 1897 


| TABLE 12: TEACHER ATTENDANCE BxIU 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 


% Teachers attending (average) 


% Schools with no teacher present 53! Oot 


OOS Seoeen 0-00 00.0 


% Schools with all teachers present 564 75.8 69.7 42.7 70.7 63.9 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VIi/VIII 


No facility B.S 55.2 ae 


E Facility but water not available 12.5 9.2 10.5 13.7 10.3 8.1 


Available 78.7 85.7 85.0 78.4 85.6 87.9 
No facility 24.3 1353) 10545 12D5,9 419°9) 6:0 


Toilet 


Usable 42.0 56.7 46.7 33.9 54.8 47.0 


Midday meal served on day 
of visit 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009. Std I-IV/V_ Std I-VII/Vill 


No of schools visited 1674 94 
9 ‘ sae 

foe chcie toltala no separate provision 27.2 22.3 
Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 
Toilet locked a iy 20.2 
Toilet not usable 23.4 255 
Usable B22 31.9 


79.5 92.0 89.3 67.1 90.8 86.6 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 
| TABLE 14: FaciLiTiEs in scHooL PANE 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Tie mel. 4.0 


Facility but toilet not usable 33.7 29.9 42.8 40.2 32.3 47.0 


56.9 95.2: 78s ass as. 29.0 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S ATTENDANCE PAIL. iy, 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school 


% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 

% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/Vill 
66.2 64.4 59.8 62.2 64.5 60.9 
19.9: 19,8) 26:8) e2aid oo 2:2 


38.2 31.0 20.5 33.5 35.1 18.2 


TABLE 13: MULTIGRADE CLASSES PAIL MeliiyAp.ilit) 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: 


Std Il class sitting with 
another class 
Std IV class sitting with 
another class 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-VII/Vill 


42.7 50.3 44.4 40.6 


43,1° 50,0 42.6 39.4 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std I-IV/V Std I-Vil/Vill 

Construction No.of %schools No.of %schools 
schs: -Yes =. No ¢ Schs.< Seg No 

Whitewash 1729 81.0 19.0 96 76.0 24.0 

Construction of new 

classroom 1701" 21a 7.856 95 2535) 74-7 

Construction of boundary § 475, 194 80.6 95 20.0 80.0 


wall 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 
in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 
Monday. 


School Grants 


New Rs 2 lacs per addl 
classrooms room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 
classrooms. Upto 
Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


TLM grant teacher 


ae SCHOOL GRANTS | | 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
dada Eres Std I-IV/V Std I-IV/V 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING a — 
. of Don’t No. 0 on’ 
DIFFERENT GRANTS | got Yes No sell Se NO ene 


1625 18.3 58.9 22.8 1487 9.4 64.6 26.1 


New classroom 
Maintenance grant 1641 63.9 12.6 23.5 1464 37.4 34.2 28.4 
Development grant 1595 56.4 17.6 26.0 1441 32.0 38.4 29.6 


1629 72.5 11.5 16.0 1465 45.1 34.4 20.6 
699 16.5 52.1 31.5 649 10.0 55.6 34.4 


Teacher grant 
grant) 


Other grants 


Note ;: No grant information was available for 262 schools out of 1796 primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


’ TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


SCHOOLS RECEIVING 
DIFFERENT GRANTS 


No. of Yes 
schs 

New classroom 91 18.7 
Maintenance grant 85 65.9 


Development grant 87 59.8 


Teacher grant 
(TLM grant) 90 72.2 
Other grants 40 25.0 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
Std 1I-Vil/VIl 


Std -Vu/Vil 


No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
know _ schs know 


62.6 18.7, 83. Fi2) 723) 20.5 
16.5 17.7 70 37.4 443 15.6 
23.0 17.2 (77 32 Ad? 26.0 
15.6 12.2 74 44.6 35.1 20.3 
60.0 15.0 36... 8) 73.0) 16.7 


Note : No grant information was available for 14 schools out of 101 upper primary schools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 
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SCHOOL 


Stop I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS 


Stp IIIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


Districts 


Agra 
Aligarh 
Allahabad 


Ambedkar Nagar 


Auraiya 
Azamgarh 
Baghpat 
Bahraich 
Ballia 
Balrampur 
Banda 
Barabanki 
Bareilly 
Basti 
Bijnor 
Budaun 
Bulandshahar 
Chandauli 
Chitrakoot 
Deoria 
Etah 
Etawah 
Faizabad 
Farrukhabad 
Fatehpur 


Firozabad 


Gautam Buddha Nagar 


Ghaziabad 
Ghazipur 
Gonda 
Gorakhpur 
Hamirpur 
Hardoi 
Hathras 
Jalaun 
Jaunpur 


Jhansi 


Jyotiba Phule Nagar 


Kannauj 


Kanpur Dehat 


— 236 


(Age 3-4) 
in 


anganwadi 
or 
pre-school 


52.8 
61.6 
63.1 
35.6 
75.0 
48.5 
74.6 
42.7 
49.4 
18.6 
46.8 
S17 
50.0 
23.6 
63.3 
19.8 
80.1 
72.9 
59.8 
63.1 
54.6 
61.3 
89.0 
64.9 
78.3 
36.8 
43.5 
209 
74.6 
16.8 
49.1 
56.0 
60.7 
a9 .1 
69.3 
56.0 
65.4 
81.6 
58.3 
52.6 


%Children %Children 
(Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) 
out 
of 
school 


4.8 
8.4 
2.2 
> 
1.9 
5.6 
2.0 


a 


2.5 
8.6 
3.2 
ae 
6.5 
5.0 
2.4 


14.1 


Fa 
a Be 
4.5 
24 
6.0 
oy 
0.4 
4.5 
Bue 
5.5 
ve 
4.4 
0.7 
4.4 
3.6 
4.6 
6.4 
4.0 
2.6 
FF 
7S 
3.0 
5.4 
i 


SCHOOL | 


private 
school 


45.4 
45.5 
34.1 
49.5 
38.3 
49.4 
35.0 
18.0 
34.9 
ee 
25:3 
30.2 
36.7 
38.4 
50.0 
24.3 
33.8 
33-9 
13.1 
46.8 
40.6 
38.4 
26.0 
22.4 
29.8 
44.3 
64.2 
43.5 
44.6 
28.7 
47.1 
29:3 
30.4 
41.3 
22.6 
oF ie | 
11.4 
53.6 
49.3 
re 


| READING 
| 


% Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children % Children 
(Std (Age:17-55) (Std I-I) (Std I-Il) (Std i-Il) 
IV-Vill) who who whoCAN  whoCAN 
attending CANREAD CAN READ RECOGNIZE READ 
tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or 
classes words or 1to9 more in 
more or more ENGLISH 
19.6 oH 63.9 63.1 38.9 
ee, 26.3 73.8 72.9 52,9 
42:1 23.0 68.8 67.4 49.0 
5.5 23:5 68.8 67.4 41.5 
16.2 50.7 68.7 64.4 50.2 
9.0 24.9 65a. 64.4 38.6 
23.6 PY J 86.5 84.4 7G Be 
9.4 pee 40.8 37.6 15.8 
19.8 38.3 67.7 64.0 44.7 
15.3 18.2 78.1 7 Pe 54.3 
3.8 66.5 TES 69.6 42.4 
3.8 24.5 oP ea 54.4 36.9 
10.1 31.8 66.2 65.1 55.6 
10.1 24.8 64.7 62.6 38.1 
21.4 37.6 81.1 82.3 66.1 
8.9 13.0 > ee 58.1 39.2 
25.9 57.6 155 70.9 54.9 
10.1 64.4 ita 67.9 33.6 
6.9 34.2 71.4 66.2 42.7 
17.8 36.7 80.8 79.7 59-1 
11.6 30.0 59.0 60.9 35.8 
13,1 55.5 74.8 76.8 57.6 
1301 78.1 92:5 922 72.5 
7.6 ever. 34.0 29:2 19.4 
13:7 27.5 66.2 61.2 40.0 
11.0 27.6 5351 557 5 ke He 
27.7 52.3 70.9 Ti 64.6 
24.8 57.8 Foch 752 62.1 
29.5 47.9 78.4 75.4 40.5 
8.6 11.8 59.6 56.3 40.6 
PAS 6 34.1 70.1 69.9 54.9 
21.8 78.2 75.4 U2 54.2 
14.8 25.8 47.3 47.9 30.4 
14,5 37.8 70.2 71.1 3 ¥ ie) 
17.4 42.9 76.7 74.3 57.0 
12:5 43.8 79.8 74.8 46.2 
30.1 41.6 78.1 ry 46.1 
6.1 28.8 80.1 79.3 5731 
4.8 88.6 73.0 67.0 41.0 
17.8 47.6 69.0 69.9 54.9 


% Children 
(Std Ill-V) 


who 


Level 1 
(Std 1 Text) 
or more 


38.8 
52.8 
56.9 
43.2 
46.7 
46.1 
83.6 
30.1 
45.2 
oF 2 
42.9 
41.9 
47.0 
46.6 
63.1 
18.6 
65.0 
54.8 
Zi 
68.7 
41.9 
ets FF 
66.8 
21.9 
39.6 
29.5 
65.4 
64.9 
64.4 
29-5 
48.0 
51.4 
36.0 
45.9 
49.6 
59.4 


58.7 


63.8 
42.5 
47.6 


% Children 
(Std Ill-V) 


who 


CAN READ CAN DO 
SUBTRACTION sentences 


or more in ENGLISH 


37.2 
43.8 
43.5 
a3 
398 
28.7 
72.8 
14.6 
33.6 
47.1 
28.1 
22.4 
27.8 
34.9 
46.7 
18.0 
47.9 
40.5 
16.4 
51.9 
31.8 
36.9 
61.4 
10.7 
28.2 
229 
54.0 
49.2 
47.4 
17.6 
Bi SS 
46.5 
1922 
Bho Ay 
43.9 
38.6 
55.6 
Be Ey. 
21.4 
39.6 


% Children 


(Std IlI-V) 
who CAN 


5.5 
12.8 
9.8 
8.1 
9.6 
6.0 
32.9 
2.3 
10.0 
5 a 4 
2.8 
i 
7.6 
5.4 
14.1 
1.8 
17.8 
5.2 
1.8 
12.5 
3.9 
ree 
27.1 
Pe. 
7.4 
3.8 
18.0 
21.7 
14.1 
4.8 
re 
7.6 
4.6 
18.0 
Pe. 
8.3 
9.0 
14.0 
4.2 
5.4 
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PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS ; 


Table 16: ANGANWADI Out oF | PRIVATE | 'MoTHers’ 
able 19: OR TUITION | | Sto l-ll: L 
| Batwap: | SCHOOL | SCHOOL | READING | “Il: LEARNING LEVELS STD III-V : LEARNING LEVELS 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers % Children % ‘Children Children % 
fo ly oChildren %Children % Children 
oe 3-4) (Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std 1-11) (Std I-11) (Std 1-1) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std Ill-V) 


ra RURAL 


ae anganwadi 3 ait as ales Pes ark sey Peron eta oe 

Be iOg school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION sentences 

pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) ormore = in ENGLISH 

more or more ENGLISH or more 

Kaushambi 79.0 5.9 33.1 Rak 24,5 82.3 80.3 57.7 48.5 46.9 10.5 
Kheri 54.0 9.0 25.4 16.5 26.6 50.4 48.0 33.2 Be 7 | 2307. 3.6 
Kushinagar 54.6 2.9 49.9 15.8 29.2 83.4 76.7 Se 68.4 S76 10.3 
Lalitpur 58.4 0.8 9,9 10.2 30.3 57.8 54.5 35.7. 38.5 29.7 0.4 
Lucknow 74.4 5.8 43.4 8.1 28.9 64.2 64.9 39.8 55.8 Saf ‘gy 
Mahoba 58.3 Bi 16.0 28.2 32.8 80.0 81.9 62.4 55.3 56.5 12.3 
Mahrajganj 78.8 3.4 40.6 5,7 31:3 65.8 62.9 42.7 S157, 35.4 10.8 
Mainpuri 63.3 4.0 38.8 4.8 44.8 Wf ts TA:3 46.9 42.1 30.9 5.9 
Mathura ; 82.8 1.0 aa5 4.6 am,4 84.7 77.3 33.9 173 44,5 8.4 
Mau 35.9 pe 37.8 10.1 S172 91.6 90.3 70.1 47.1 40.0 i Ne A f 
Meerut 48.4 5.4 39.0 24 8 44.4 76.9 79.0 65.2 69.2 64.6 13.2 
Mirzapur 50.9 2.8 30.0 95 25.6 66.4 64.5 Sek ak Fe) 35.4 10.0 
Moradabad 54.1 9.9 46.4 14.0 21.0 61.7 61.1 44,7 43.0 28.5 6.8 
Muzaffarnagar 65.1 4.3 a Iai 14.3 32.5 81.2 83.3 71.4 Pea So 66.1 15.4 
Pilibhit 69.5 150, 29.0 14.5 29.3 60.4 60.5 46.6 30.8 19.7 5.5 
Pratapgarh 34.1 3.4 47.8 13.0 29.4 y fe la 65.5 41.9 41.9 33.5 6.3 
RaeBareli 62.4 ri 47.6 8.1 69.8 66.2 Ga0> S350 44.0 24.7 a 
Rampur 33h bao 34.9 6.8 LS; DT BY 66.2 315 36.3 28.0 4.4 
Saharanpur 76.2 3.0 40.1 13.6 Mag. 83.2 83.2 64.6 58.8 42.4 ph pe 
Sant Kabir Nagar 26.8 33 46.0 jg Pd 32.0 75.6 71.8 54.4 60.0 45.1 11.6 
Sant Ravidas Nagar 60.3 1.1 39.7 20.6 43.2 74.6 65.3 52.6 44.2 31.9 7.4 
Shahjahanpur 65.2 10.1 30.9 11.4 42.7 49.6 46.1 30.2 29.0 18.0 4.6 
Shrawasti 24.5 6.8 13.5 8.0 31.6 63.5 66.4 44.8 42.4 30.3 8.5 
Siddharthnagar 29,3 7.9 34.4 6.0 26.2 62.4 60.5 45.5 cer / 27.2 pe 
Sitapur 43.8 8.2 ehen 8.5 299 S23 50.7 27.0 22.5 14.3 4.1 
Sonbhadra 74.3 3.4 1 6.3 A 71.8 66.8 30.3 36.2 Fa Me 
Sultanpur 20.6 4.2 39.1 10.3 26.1 54.4 44.1 28.9 45.0 18.5 5.5 
Unnao 62.2 5.1 Bb ae aie Fa 58.3 80.8 Peers 45.8 42.8 34.3 5.8 
Varanasi 51.8 2.8 33.4 10.2 SF 67.1 68.1 41.7 62.5 49.4 8.8 
Total 53.5 4.9 35.8 13.0 33.4 68.0 66.3 45.6 48.6 35.7 8.9 
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 17 OUT OF 17 DISTRICTS 


RURAL 


Facilitated by PRATHA 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


Age group Govt. Pvt. Other ele m3 : 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 85.4 6.5 2.4 5.7 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 83.5 4.8 2.3 9.4 100 is | | 
AGE: 7-10 ALL 85.8 8.9 a3 3.0 100 : 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 85.8 9.0 2.0 3.2. 100 2 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 86.1 8.8 2.6 "400 cal | 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 86.1 2.4 2.4 9.1 100 i 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 85.9 2.4 2.3 9.5 100 a 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 86.5 25 2.5 8.5 100 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 72:5 1.1 2.2 24.1 100 O- - 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 68.0 ree. 2.1 28.8 100 Ss mined eee nit 
AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 78.4 1.1 2.3 18.3 100 SRE SS TA 0 SS ae 


NOTE: 


‘oTHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 


‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL -2006- 2009 


60 Stp.0 5" 65> 7 BO | 10°8T 2 eas ia vay 36: Total 
i 25.7 39.8 21.0 8.2 5.3 100 
7 T 3.0 15.8 35.3 27.4 10.5 8.0 100 
gal | il 2.7 '45:1,|36.0 25.0 13.1 3:6 4.4 100 
= 301 I is | IV 4.2 12.4 31.1 32.6 8.0 7.2 4.5 100 
% 20+— { iE | V 3.6 8.2 34.0 26.316.0 5.8 6.0 100 
| vi od 9.8 24.038.3 16.0 5.8 41 100 

104 + — | 
| Vil 4.0 5.8 28.9 31.2 19.9 6.6 3.6 100 
oo 2008 2009 vill Siz 10.4 29.3 34.2 15.1 7.3 100 


Howto read the table: !n Std Ill, 74.1% (36.0+25.0+13.1) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS oR OTHER) 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


2006-2009 
70.—___—— 
In School 2 5 a Bee u eS 
Sc s 
In balwadi 1. ing / ed 5 es | 
we UKG Sez c | 
anganwadi Govt. Pvt. Other 20 $40 | 
<= 30 
YU 
AGE 3 SZek 15.9 32.0 100 20 
10 
F 100 | | 
‘an ee “ge an : 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE 5 24.9 8.8 41.3 LSin 2.0 9.9 100 mAge3 @Age4 
a Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S« hool presence has been recorded in 93.0 % 
AGE 6 8.7 6.0 65.8 Loew ZU 4.3 100 dlleess: 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 
TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


; Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 
| 23-0 44.4 242 8.3 Eat h 100 
ll 8.5 33.7 28.3 19.8 9.7 100 AHA HH GSS! ATG CAMA TS SEL! 
TT 6-2) Pe 88 28.9 22.1 +100 CAT FRCRCH CREFTAY CHEESE CATCH | CHE 
3 BOA CAH CHG CHT CANS Sra | CHS 
IV i 8.7 18.7 34.4 3625 100 aie 4a cael, Bra at YP Tat aI, 
V tif 6.2 12.6 33.4 46.0 100 CUATA SRNR SA AOS BA | SAT HANS 
vl 0.6 2.5 6.5 26.7 63.7. 100 BCAA ATH ECT PTOTTH | CHAR ATCA 
Sih fica | aCe BIANCA POTTS SEGT 
Vil 0.2 1.4 4.2 18.9 Thsins' 100 Sal Ce cee ACH, BweTe CAT! 
Vill 0.3 0.9 1.9 12.9 84.14) 6) 200 CAMA CHATH COTES, Brena farce HATS BB- 
TOTAL 5.4 15.5 15.5 23.3 40.4 100 DR ea Cee FAFS tem eH 
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. | 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 

% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stp II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 

(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 ag Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 

5 607 | 5 601 S 

o oO 

= 50 r i T = 507 + : ee ca | 

> O 

x 407 7 | se 40 ‘~ 3 “ 
307 | ob aS | 
204 Re 7 ‘ ergs 1 
104 L — | — 

Std | Std Il Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 


—=@—= 2006 == 2007 w= 2008 9~—@= 2009 —— 2006 —— 2007 —t— 2008 —@— 2009 


~~=- - == == 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 


TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHoots) 2009 
ENGLISH TEST Sample (2) 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
St. ide capital small simple easy Srp. “empl a Presa ore See ee 

ee letters letters words sentences meaning of the can tell meaoii 

words of the sentences 

I A351 30:7 16.3 8.5 1.4 100 | 69.8 70.6 
il 25.6 31.8 20.1 17.6 4.8 100 Il 70.2 61.5 
Mee. 14.7: Jae ewe 4.2 119° 368 i 71.0 71.5 Cec SSNGEN pret 
IV 9.2 \46ien pepe e945, 40.9 8 ae IV 73.4 75.5 | oa ee 
V 8.1 hp ay 4 19.2 33.0 Dilek 100 Vv 78.1 81.2 big | This is a red ball 
vi pe i 6.6. ia 9. 35/600 43.5 Fee | Sa 71.8 81.9 | . 
Vil 23 3.6 93 31.5 <b ee: 100 Vil 80.5 78.9 ee ~~ 
Vil 1.2) ee, 5.2249 65.8 (100% «=a 72.6 84.3 pre Me 
TOTAL 14.3 16.8 16.9 25.5 26.6 100 TOTAL 74.2 80.0 = 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL ScHOOLS) 2009 


STD. 


Vil 
Vill 
TOTAL 


Nothing 


20.1 
4.8 
a 
0.9 
1.0 
0.6 
0.1 
0.2 
4.0 


1-9 
47.5 
36.7 
21.4 
10.7 
7.4 
3.6 
2.3 
Le 
17.2 


Recognize Numbers 


11-99 
23.2 
O22 
D2io 
Psst 
19.9 
£500 
10.3 

Spe) 
20.9 


Subtract Divide 
8.4 0.8 
210 532 
28.1 jong 
34.0 29.4 
3522 36.5 
30.7 SPE 
23.4 63.9 
20.1 133 
253 32.6 


Total 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StpD | - IV) 2007- 2009 


% Children 


——- 


| 
+ 
| 
| 
T 


T 
Std Ill Std IV 


—@— 2009 


Std | Std Il 
——- 2007 —a#— 2008 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


Year School 1 


Govt 30.6 45.6 63.0 74.0 83.3 84.9 83.7 88.5 
ai Pvt. 40.5 54.9 59.5 67.0 62.7 68.6 75.6 89.7 

Govt 51.5 63.9 68.7 74.2 75.6 80.8 85.7 86.6 
aie Seeritase) 716 -/4.4 83.6 8/7992, (8.9 71 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 


did not require payment. 


ASER 2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (iN GOVT SCHOOLS IN Srp IV- Vil) 


2007-2009 — 


% Children 


mi in 


Std IV 


{2007 


Std VI Std VII 


—@— 2009 


Std V 
—t— 2008 
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Ill WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


70+ 70+ 
5 60+ © 60 
5 5°) 
= 504 | = 50} 
O O 
se 40+ se 404 
30+ 1 t - 30+ 
204 + 20+4 
10+ ~ ~ +} 10+ 
| : t —— 07 a a 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 
=O Govt —@— Pvt —@—Govt —@— Pvt 
LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER: TRENDS OVER TIME 
CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD Ill wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 : 100 + ; 
| 90) | ) 90+ r : 
80} + 804 | 
70+ + + 
5 5 60 
~ Le. 
= | = 50 
O O 
xe se 40 
| 
30 
20- 
| 
| 10 
| | a . ae —— | +——_— 
| 2007 2008 2009 0 2007 2008 2009 
BBoys ® Girls ™Boys ® Girls 
= — = = — _ a st ——- 


EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


Fathers’ % % Sys * Nea ae 

Filacation cor inre Girls Children Children Children Children 
6to14 (Std Ill-V) who (Std IlI-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do can read attending 
school 1 (Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 27.7 9.9 56.4 50.8 41.6 70.5 
Stp I-V 23.7 4.3 63.2 56.1 41.5 81.3 
Sto VI-VIII 22.0 35 76.0 65.5 56.1 88.1 
Stp IX-X 16.3 1./ re ei) /1;1 60.8 85.0 
ABOVE STD X 10.3 1.8 88.5 86.1 83.6 81.2 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 
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TABLE 10: TOTAL SCHOOLS VISITED 


Type of school 2005 2007 2009 
Std I-IV/V : Primary 228 ©6395. «18 
Std I-VII/VIll : Primary + Upper Primary 0 9 6 
Total schools 228 404 424 


aN 18 ae wees al vad) (a 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


Type of school Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 

% Teachers attending (average) 72.9 90.6 87.8 73.4. 817 
% Schools with no teacher presenti59 9.9 0.3 0.0 0.0 
% Schools with all teachers present 535 7144 68.5 60.0 16.7 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND ATTENDANCE : TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 11: CHILDREN’S ATTENDANCEPANIL@PLITI¥4 2009 2005 2007 2009 
Type of school 


Std I-IV/V Std 1-Vil/VIIl 
% Enrolled children attending 
(average) 73.3 69.7 65.9 73.0 66.4 
% Schools with less than 50% 
enrolled children attending 8.3 14.7 20.6 12.5 16.7 
% Schools with 75% or more 
enrolled children attending 90.7 50.7 40.0 62.5 16.7 


UVa er eit YU aee\t14-9 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Of schools in which: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VII 
Std Il class sitting with 

Std IV class sitting with 

another class 24.6 38.6 412515 72,0:0 


SCHOOL FACILITIES : TRENDS OVER TIME 


a7':]8 ee Se Ca ete) eve ele) es 2005 2007 2009 2005 2007 2009 


% Schools with: Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII 
$ No facility 0625: "3.9: 12.9 0.0 16.7 
s Facility but water not available 14.5 5.3 10.1 0.0 0.0 
s Available 69.2 90.7 77.0 100 83.3 
No facility 23;6;° 6.1:> 6.1 0.0 50.0 
3 Facility but toilet not usable 17.8 13.1 22.3 14:3: 25:0 
Z Usable Fay O0.6. 71.7 85.7 25,0 
Sones Tey seced-on ay 76.1 98.7 36.6% 87.5 40.0 


* Some schools were surveyed on a Saturday when Midday meal is not served. 


TABLE 16: GIRLS TOILETS 2009 Std I-IV/V_ Std I-ViI/VIII 


No of schools visited 324 4 


% Schools with no separate provision 
for girls toilets 43.8 75.0 


Of schools where there are separate girls toilets, % schools where: 


Toilet locked +171 0.0 
Toilet not usable 5.9 0.0 
Usable 39.2 25.0 


TABLE 17: April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 
ceuoots awa MAL /V Std I-IV/V 

ourrenent caanrs OA a a a 
New classroom e753. Jee. 700 > 3:2. °337 955. 83.1 7.4 


Maintenance grant 375 68.8 24.8 64 313 34.5 58.2. 7.4 
Development grant 356 57.0 36.8 6.2 312 26.0 66.4 7.7 


Teacher grant B44 305 39.3 55.7 4.9 
iG eae 363 73.8 21.8 
Other grants S49 eo yds ose 221 10.9 81d Fi 


Note : No grant information was available for 21 schools out of 418 primary schools that 
were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was not 
available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above table 
is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator. 


TABLE 15: SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT & CONSTRUCTION SINCE APRIL 2008 


School improvement & Std HV/V Std I-Vil/Vill 
Construction No. of | %schools No. of _% schools 
schs Yes No schs Yes No 
Whitewash 409 48.4 51.6 4 50.0 50.0 
a aba obnes HOG) 31-5" 68.5. 4°) 7530; eee 
se Suction of boundary eae oo0). 4 ae een 


School Grants 
New Rs 2 lacs per 
classrooms’ additional room 


Rs. 5000 pa upto 3 


ASER survey was carried out in 
Oct-Nov 2009. One govt school 
with primary grades was visited 


in each sampled village. If there 
was more than one govt school 
in a village, then the school with 
the highest enrollment was 
visited. Hence the schools 
visited in the ASER survey do not 
represent a random sample of 
schools of the district. The 
school visits were generally 
done either on a Saturday or a 


classrooms. Upto 

Rs 10000 pa for 
more than 3 
classrooms 


Maintenance 
grant 


Rs. 5000 pa for 
Development primary schs & Rs 
grant 7000 pa for upper 
primary schs 


Rs. 500 pa per 


SCHOOL GRANTS 


TLM grant 


Monday. teacher 


April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-October 2009 


Std I-Vil/VIll Std I-VII/VIII 
SCHOOLS RECEIVING 


DIFFERENT GRANTS ([XUAUME AG No Don’t No. of yes No Don’t 
schs know — schs know 


TABLE 18: 
% UPPER PRIMARY 


New classroom 7520) 20). O10 3 0.0 100.0 0.0 


h 
4 
Maintenance grant 4 50.0 50.0 0.00 4 0.0 100.0 0.0 
4 
4 
3 


Development grant 50.0.050,0 -00 3 0.0 100.0 0.0 


Teacher grant 
(TLM grant) 


Other grants 


50.0 50.0 0.0 3 0.0 100.0 0.0 


33.3 66.7 0.0 3 33.3 66.7 0.0 


Note : No grant information was available for 2 schools out of 6 upper primary s¢ hools 
that were visited. This could be because the head teacher was not present, register was 
not available or the surveyors could not obtain the information. Therefore, the above 
table is based on schools for which information was available for at least one indicator 
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WEST BENGAL ruraz 


| | PERFORMANCE OF DISTRICTS | 
ANGANWADI ’ 
Table 19: OR Out OF PRIVATE TUITION MOTHERS Stp I-ll : LEARNING LEVELS Stp IIl-V : LEARNING LEVELS 
BaLwap1 | SCHOOL | SCHOOL READING | 


%Children %Children %Children %Children %Mothers %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children %Children 
(Age 3-4)  (Age:6-14) (Age: 6-14) (Std (Age: 17-55) (Std I-li) (Std I-11) (Std I-11) (Std Il-V) (Std Ill-V) (Std IIl-V) 


Facilitated by PRATHAM 


Districts in out in IV-VIIl) who who who CAN who CAN who who who CAN 
anganwadi of private attending CANREAD CANREAD- RECOGNIZE READ CAN READ CAN DO READ 
or school school tuition letters, NUMBERS LETTERS or Level1 | SUBTRACTION sentences 
pre-school classes words or 1to9 morein (Std 1 Text) or more in ENGLISH 
more or more ENGLISH or more 
Bankura ‘ 78.7 6.5 3.8 72.8 65.4 rae 83.5 64.8 61.3 57.7 Ws 
Barddhaman 85.7 4.7 3.4 95.4 65.0 87.0 89.0 70.4 79.4 69.4 19.0 
Birbhum 85.0 7.8 2.1 69.2 5315 82.8 82.3 STS 60.4 47.6 inz 
Dakshin Dinajpur 80.4 4.2 75 74.6 71.8 85.3 88.4 74.5 65.2 62.9 23.2 
Darjiling 81.1 0.4 30.6 5o5 Tis 09:1 99.1 96.0 87.3 71.1 67.6 
Haora 78.0 6.0 2.8 92.3 75.0 87.0 94.0 67.7 63.8 62.6 14.2 
Hugli * 
Jalpaiguri 58.1 2.6 12.8 70.5 60.5 76.6 80.5 56.2 L2a> 62.1 248 
KochBihar 58.8 Wg fot 76.4 60.8 fh a Pe 47.5 71.8 56.4 14.1 
Maldah 61.6 10.5 12.0 75.6 64.6 70.4 82.4 Shar 63.1 53.8 20.2 
Medinipur ref oe} 5.0 5.5 92:5 74.2 91.8 90.6 119 712 74.1 235 
Murshidabad 68.5 8.0 5.3 76a) 56.8 81.5 84.2 63.6 68.7 55.1 19.0 
Nadia 78.6 5.8 3.0 78.3 56.8 81.3 82.2 58.6 59.4 46.0 16.1 
North 24 Parganas 68.7 4.8 5.9 86.3 68.9 96.2 94.9 84.1 67.9 52.8 20.3 
Puruliya 72.0 5.4 9.5 48.9 55.1 81.1 81.3 54.5 57.6 i Bg 18.7 
South 24 Parganas 78.3 5.1 6.5 83.4 50.7 oT 94.7 66.9 64.6 57.5 11.4 
Uttar Dinajpur 53.0 fie! 7.4 56.6 31.0 79.5 79.5 » OT 55.0 53.5 20.2 
Total 73.0 57, 6.5 79.9 63.5 84.0 87.2 65.3 67.6 60.0 19.6 


* Blank cells indicate insufficient data. 
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DADRA AND NAGAR HAVEL] rues 


ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 1 OUT OF 1 DISTRICTS 


SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
SCHOOLS 2009 school % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 
Total 


- Age group Govt. Pvt. Other eam al 

AGE: 6 -14 ALL 93.6 es 0.9 2A. 400 

AGE: 7-16 ALL | 91.7 3.6 0.9 3.9.4.5 ,400 15} is 

AGE: 7-10 ALL 94.9 4.0 0.9 0.2> “¥EO0 . | 

AGE: 7-10 BOYS 93.5 4.4 1.8 0.4 100 5. | 

AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 96.5 © Sho 0.0 0.0 100 5 

AGE: 11-14 ALL 91.6 3.4 0.7 4.3 100 ; 

AGE: 11-14 BOYS 92.4 4.6 1.3 1.7 100 i_ 

AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 91.0 hea 0.0 7.9 100 

AGE: 15-16 ALL 83.7 3.0 Biz 12.1 100 ot Pe : : " 

AGE: 15-16 BOYS 88.0 ge | 1 9.8 100 si? ead it a 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 78.4 5.4 14 14.9 100 Eee ste TOE 
NOTE: ‘otHer’ includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
“NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 

CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 

% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


60 Srp... 5 ° 6. JA GB eee aie: ad> 12 43) 6: ee ee ee 
| 35.0 59.0 6.0. 0.0 100 
50+ + : 
| TT 1.0 16.2 55.6 24.2 3.0 100 
T + + +] 4 
aed | | | iN 0.8 13.1 62.3 20.0 3.9 100 
a) 
= 307 t t =a isa Gee IV 2.0 13.4 56.7 17.5 5.2 5.2 100 
sat Bs { te V 0.7 7.4 66.9 14.2 6.8 4.1 100 
vi 27 Bo tas 82 c2 7) ee °2.7- |. 100 
10+ —— 
ie = Vil 3.5 54.8 23.512.2 6.1 100 
2008 2009. Vill 4.8 12.6 55.3 22.3 4.9 100 


— — - —— - 7 How to read the table: In Std Il, 95.4% (13.1+62.3+20.0) children are in age group 7 
to 9. 


. YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER 
2006-2009 
705 2 
In School bo & | | a 
= 2 = 60+ - 
i ba | | 
In balwadi In LKG/ & = 3° so | | : | 
S5 @ | | 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other Za £40 | | 
S 30+ | | 
AGE 3 89.5 Lo 9:24, 400 a* 204 | 
10+ } 
a sees i O 2006 2007 9008 5009 
AGE 5 29.0 4.8 54.8 8.1 1.6 1.6 100 mAge3 @ Aged 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-S<¢ hool presence has been recorded in 100 % 
AGE 6 2.6 0.0 94.8 1.3 1.3 0.0 100 altawes 


2 
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| READING IN OWN LANGUAGE | 


TaBLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 | READING TOOL 


Level 1 Level 2 Std Il Level Std | Level 
Stop. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (STD 2 Text) Total 
enue eeni eid) oiaiel aden 3 2. fen 8) oiée1 8. 
I 24 84.5 9.3 At 0.0 100 ake 6b. yor eee rey 
il 1.0 2322 54.6 1922 2.0 100 Sid Dy wad encid 1A we. ofien een ellen enemy vue. 
itl nee 5.4 32.6 50.4 10.1 100 Gilet vied Ed) lw HReHi dA yu aly a wich we. 
IV 0.0 4.2 eS 59.4 25.0 100 62 8. 
Vv 0.0 2.0 0.7 50.0 47.3 100 Bid) Ger Azled defl Mint oien!d @. 
wiol eid) loiol aifSei 62 B. 
vi 0.0 0.0 1.8 43.6 54.6 100 no 7 pt ateantcoals 
¢ vet ae aici Giovlell ed eicicl) 
Vil 0.0 0.0 0.9 6.1 93.0 100 RR ead, 
Vill 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.7 91.3 100 HR dA cielo wa ve Ace oid 
TOTAL 0.6 133 13:4 31.6 “Ng Us 100 ¢ 
NOTE: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2006-2009 Stp IV - VII) 2006-2009 
5 607 § 607 
a 3 
5 507 T T 5 50 
x 40 zi ii r i 3° 40T 

307 | 30+ 

20 | 207 

10+ 10+ = + [ 

ot ——| 4 L 4 | ot 
Std | Std Il Std Ill Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——2 —— —— —e 
006 2007 2008 2009 —e— 2006 —g— 2007 =e 2008 9g — 2009 | 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO | 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLsS) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 
NGLISH TEST Sample (2) 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
Stp. read capital small simple easy aoe can read words, can read ser coe a gftnet te Nie tein a 
capital letters letters words sentences ‘ % who can tell sentences, % who <i 
lettre meaning of the can tell meaning 
. words of the sentences 
hove: 22.6 0.0 Ti a Baa | 100 | No data 100.0 
il 47.8 43.5 7.6 Pet: 0.0 100 ll No data M P 
HI 19° 52.4 13.5 "47.500 eee eeo TT 66.7 100.0 wee 
IV me 27.4 20,0 “30m 9.5 100 IV 80.8 100.0 ae pes Sav ae Re 
ra ot | What is the time? 
V mos 530.6 11.8 38.9. Eien Vv 75.6 100.0 - | 
i | This is a red ball. 
Vi fs 14.6 6.4 47.3 31.8 100 vl 83.3 97.0 : . | 
Vil 0.0 hs 137 33.9 59.1 100 Vil 89.7 93.2 a fon re 
Vill 0.0 4.0 1.0 29,7 = ecg OH Vill 95.8 94.8 fe <c Or aehiain father. 
Porat 46-2" 255° 2B. 27.1 124M IO” tow 82.0 95.6 | | Sisgrre em [SS eee 
a 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(ALL ScHoots) 2009 


Stp. Nothing = ne omen Subtract Divide Total er eee 3 
| Tid 82.5 V at 1.0 100 
il 0.0 42.9 50.0 7.1 0.0 100 
itl 0.0 10.9 51:6 S153 6.3 100 
IV cy aoe 4.4 14.1 67.4 13.0 100 
Vv 0.0 0.7 G2 54.1 S7du 100 
Vi 0.0 0.0 Ded 49.1 45.5 100 
Vil 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.9 86.1 100 
Vill 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.8 92.2 100 
TOTAL 0.9 15.9 Th.2 30.2 35.9 100 


NOTE : Each celi shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - Vil) 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 2007-2009 
100 
90 
80 
70 
5 607 | | r 5 60 4 
a ss) 
| a | Saal 
a 407 =i. 3 407 
30+ + = 30+ | 
207 — r | 204 
1 + 10+ 
Ot 4 | 0+ 1 r T 1 
Std | Std II Std III Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
—§- 2007 t= 2008 8=— —@— 2009 —- 2007 ie 2008 = = 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 ; 


Vi Vil 


Year School | il Vv 
Govt 8.6 8.1 Pane. 99 8.3 6:3. are 
Bur (76,5 667 eoees OF 80.0 83.35 9 50.0 
Govt 3.3 3.4 Sawases a2.0 868.5 26.1 Sat 
Pvt. 75.0 40.0 100.0 33.3100.0 75.0 100.0 66.7 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III] WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


@ 607 : . 1 => —— © 
ae  ™ | — 
2 so; — j 
S | | 2 
= 40> ° 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD II] wHo CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V-WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009 


@ Boys m Girls @ Boys @ Girls 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


; S % % % % % 
abil Fathers Sitls Children Children _—Children_ Children 
6to14 (StdIll-V) who (Std Ill-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIII) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 

No Schooling bya! 7.4 80.8 68.4 38.1 3.8 
Stp I-V 22.0 252 73.8 63.9 Sasso 5.5 
Stp VI-VIll £4 3.1 80.7 68.3 35.6 12.8 
Stp IX-X 18.5 0.0 90.0 75.0 56.9 17.6 
ABOVE STD X 2.4 0.0 85.7 78.6 65.9 61.2 
NOTE: ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 


NOTE: 8 primary and 15 upper primary schools were visited in 2009. School data available on request. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 
AGE: 


NOTE: 


Age group 


6 -14 ALL 
7-16 ALL 
7-10 ALL 
7-10 BOYS 
7-10 GIRLS 
11-14 ALL 
11-14 BOYS 
11-14 GIRLS 
15-16 ALL 
15-16 BOYS 
15-16 GIRLS 


Govt. 


64.4 
68.3 
58.9 
5321 
66.3 
71.0 
64.1 
18.9 
80.9 
Teh 
85.5 


Pvt. 


34.9 
30.0 
40.6 
46.2 
33.4 
Zio 
34.8 
20.1 
13.5 
18.6 

hal 


Other 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


‘oTHer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 6- a4 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL . 2006- 2009 


0.7 
1.8 
0.5 
0.7 
0.3 
it 
Led 
1.0 
5.6 
4.6 
6.7 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
, Total 


Not in 
School 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


% Children 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN. WHO ATTEND 


DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 


In School 2 5 
In balwadi In LKG/ oS 
anganwadi UKG Govt. Pvt. Other 26 
AGE 3 56.5 CL | 8.3 
AGE 4 50.3 44,1 5.6 
AGE 5 18.6 47.3) 2334 24.0 0.0 4.5 
AGE 6 0.3 0.0 56.9 42.5 0.0 0.3 


5 as 


Total 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


pes 
Ww 


% Children 
g 


iA) 

= 
Ale 
i 


ae 
J 


2006 2007 2008 2009 


mmmpem= 7-10 boys == 7-10 girls tem 11-14 boys =—@=—= 11-14 girls 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 


% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


Sipe 5. 6 27 ee es 0 ad 12: 13. 14. 25> ae teat 


| 31.9 54.6 10.5 Dol 100 
ll 0.7 14.7 68.3 14.9 153 100 
Hl 0.9 13.9 64.4 13.3 4.9 Zo 100 
IV 4.0 8.9 64.0 18.5 4.5 100 
Vv 0.9 7.0651 16.7 7.0 3.4 100 
Vi 0.5 19.0 62:3 16.5 5.1 4.7 100 
Vil 357, 7.7 59.4 18.7 6.4 4.0 100 
Vill 153 12.9. 63.9 15.7 6.3 100 


How to read the table: In Std III, 82.6% (64.4+13.3+4.9) children are in age group 8 


to 10. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER) 


2006-2009 


Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre 


villages. 


2006 


2007 


08 


MAge3 “Aged 


School presence ha 


2009 


s been recorded in 90.9 % 
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Level 1 Level 2 
Stp. Nothing Letter Word (Sto 1 Text) (Stp 2 Text) Total 


I hee} 52.8 17.4 14.5 0.0 100 
ll 4.1 16.5 Sok 31.0 14.8 100 
Hil 4.1 11.4 ee 34.0 on. (200 
IV 3.8 5.5 15.9 38.2 36.6 100 
Vv 1.4 10.1 6.9 Pd 66,3: (100 
Vi 4.1 4.0 53 20.4 66.3 100 
Vil 0.0 3.2 6.3 pe ree, pa. 100 
Vill 1,9 ao oA, 20.0 70.6 100 
TOTAL 4.3 13.4 15.6 24.9 HA,7.» 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can 
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 


(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
oO 
han 
| 
4 


Std | Std II Std III Std IV 
—@— 2006 —i2007 —t—2008 —@— 2009 


READING TOOL 


Std | Level 
E cl & As otic Ad) uw". 
& Saad aefl cid. 

€ ricH via Aoiof ze. 
€ As avi ze. 


Std II Level 
wusieni woiltia cz aa 8. 

& wid m2) ond Ay 2A are Hef 
Sa. 

Ht JteIaioll 31 us. 

rtercti 21eIcti ea US. 

€ cll ale & aieja, Av aig G. 

Gre cttet HI2I Red ofall. 

Sids az vied cizid ada wa aa 
As deo nice dear. 

aRIeM tuia wid sexi Gein, acis- 


WAS Seti Biol voi 122] ain ele 
8. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stop II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stop IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


% Children 


Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——O— 2006 =H 2007 =—t—2008 =—@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who ENGLISH TEST Sample (1) 
Stop, "ead capital small simple easy ea read words, can toad 
“ik letters letters words sentences : ened pis ont . who 
etfs meaning 
words of the sentences 
I 53.9 3 §l bea | 6.3 5.4 5 Wu 100 { 8390 6.5 
il 38.7 IAs pf Ife 2 18.5 9.9 100 Il 65.3 62.2 
ill OU 204' 13.6 19.40 Semen TT 45.7 37.9 ‘emer temo carct [A iy 8 Aoki 
® 1G oe ae i 
Weetcot (216 9:0 . 27.9eheuereniae IV 68.1 46.5 cat red. | Whatis your mame? | 
Vv S05 S487. °° 15.0 93:75 Beane Vv 41.6 64.5 cup Thisisasmall bag. | 
VI 7.2 1.6. '412.5 263 Pi eae tae vi 27.3 733 . | 
= — lip . pig I like to read. 
‘ 8.0 10.2 23.0 Die 100 Vil 65.8 72.0 b 
us 
Vill 2.9 7.8 57. 16.2 67.5 100 Vit 71.0 65.0 | ene 
20.0 16.7 10.0 19.8 33:5 100 TOTAL aye. 63.8 SS ee 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC : 


Annual Srey of Education Report 


(ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Stp. 


Vil 
Vill 
TOTAL 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 


14.3 
4.3 
4.1 


Recognize Numbers 


Nothing 


3:8, 


2.8 
2.0 
1.0 
$1 
4.2 


1-9 
61.0 
22.0 
21.0 
8.0 
10.0 
hed 
7.6 
Tuk 
18.1 


11-99 
20.3 
ey hed 
28.4 
23.1 
19.0 
16.0 
10.3 
133 
21.6 


Subtract 


4.5 
26.4 
so00 
38.0 
24.4 
26.6 
20.8 
17.0 
oak 


Divide 


0.0 
10.2 
13.1 
27.0 
43.9 
48.2 
60.2 
55.6 
32.4 


can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS upto 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD | - IV) 2007-2009 


c 
® 
pe 
aS) 
co 
O 
os 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 


Total 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


Std | 


—{- 2007 


Std Il 


—k— 2008 


BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 


2007 


2009 


Year School 


GOVT 


GovT 


25.2 
13D 
IZ 
61.0 


20.8 
82.0 
pap? 
76.9 


+ 


Std Ill 


Std IV 


—@— 2009 


35.7 
80.6 
Lick 
Df of 


NOTE: The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - Vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
Ww 
fe) 


| 
| 
pata 
07 ; 7 ; 
Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
——- 2007 —w—2008 §3=— —@— 2009 


DAMAN AND DIU ruraz ee 23 2 09: 


TRENDS OVER TIME 


LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : 


CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION. 


CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III] WHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | 
By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 


% Children 
Ww 
fan) 
t 


= § t “ t 
2006 2007 2008 ~=~~—~—=«2009 2007 2008 


0 0 
—@—Govt —@—Pvt —@—Govt —@—Pvt 


LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD III wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN STD V WHO CAN DO DIVISION 
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 2009 


2007 2008 2009 
BBoys ®Girls MBoys ® Girls 


a 3 
EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


; 2 % % % % % 
Father ; 
Education Fathers Sls Children Children Children Chilldven 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (StdIll-V) (Std III-V) who (Std IV-VIll) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1(Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 10.2 0.0 64.7 54.1 BP aS) 15,3 
Sto I-V 16.1 0.6 123 58.0 45.8 S2i2 
Stp VI-VIII 21.2 0.5 67.6 33.7 43.6 40.6 
Stp IX-X 31,9 0.2 67.8 Ga;3 51.6 45.9 
ABOVE STD X 20.6 1.8 62.7 56.6 55.8 63.4 
NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 


and children. 
NOTE: 2 primary and 4 upper primary schools were visited in 2009. School data available on request. 
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SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 


CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009 


TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of 
SCHOOLS 2009 school 
Total 


Not in 

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Séhisal 
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 78.2 21.2 0.0 0.5 100 
AGE: 7-16 ALL 80.5 18.3 0.0 1.2 400 i 
AGE: 7-10 ALL Peer, 24:2 0.0 0.3 100 | 
AGE: 7-10 BOYS Tee 4206 0.0 0.5 100 Bias | 
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 72.1 27.9 0.0 0.0 100 C 
AGE: 11-14 ALL 83.0 16.4 0.0 0.6 100 
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 80.5 19.0 0.0 0.5 100 Al | r 
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 85.8 13.5 0.0 0.7 100 | 
AGE: 15-16 ALL 85.1 11.3 0.0 36 | "400 Sees 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 85.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 100 
mmm 7-10 DOYS mie 7-10 girls meee 11-14 DOYS ge 11-14 girls 

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 85.3 7.4 0.0 74 100 


NOTE: ‘otHer' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS. 
“NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. 


TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 
% CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009 


CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME 


% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 


Sto... 3 SO ef BBE 10. 11 «12> (13), ee aes Ree oan 


607— 
| | 53.4 39.7 ; 6.9 100 
507 —1 — 7 
T 0.0 34.3 56.3 9.5 0.0 100 
40+ - 7 1 
D HT 4.1 29.0 59.5 4.2 3.2 100 
Ss 
= IV 2.0 35.3 48.6 14.1 0.0 100 
Lo) 
Fi Vv 7 se Ai de Sellar 2.4 100 
Vi 3.5 15.2 32.9 35.6 10.7 oe 100 
Vil 5.1 8.5 60.2 20.0 3.6 2.6.0. 200 


Vill de? 14.4 55.5 21.4 {i> 100 


How to read the table: In Std Ill, 92.7% (29.0+59.5+4.2) children are in age group 7 
to 9. 


YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL 


CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME 


TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND Re cw caian 
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHOOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (IC 
; 2006-2009 
70 + - — 
In School 2s ” id : 7 
Ox © 2 
in balwadi In LKG/ & = 3 2 
oc © 
anganwadi une Govt. Pvt. Other zo 540 | 
= 30+ | 
AGE 3 49.2 49.0 1.9 100 a 20 | | 
10 | 
O 0 100 Pe — | — oe 
° a ghee vasa “i 2006 . 2007 2008 2009 
AGE 5 4.8 14./.. 8/8 32.8 0.0 0.0 100 mAge3 M Aged 
Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 100 % 
AGE 6 0.0 3.4 66.6 28.2 0.0 1.7 100 tages: 
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: READING IN OWN LANGUAGE ! 


READING TOOL 


TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL SCHOOLS) 2009 


Stp. Nothing Letter Word sre tae feats ee Total ae CCLRC ae 
l 20.6 45.1 27.0 3.5 3.8 100 | Soest eianvates old. She oon 
e SF abe et tas ee ae 7 lives in a small village. Her He saw a large boat. 
lil 1.6 F 18.6 40.2 312 8.5. 100 village fy, rae He snd see Boot. 
IV sh Be 95 S32 35.8 20.4.-) (100 | takes four days to walk to and went to the other side. 
Vv 0.9 7 20.3 40.6 36.0 100 “the town. Radha wants to 
vi 0.0 0.0 14.7 32.0 53.2 100 Fees So. paeae oi 
vil 0.0 0.5 3.5 25:2 70.7 100 _world outside. Her mother 
Vill 0.0 lw 2.4 9.8 86.6 100 tells herto study well. When 
ToTAL 3.3 12.5 22.4 25.0 36.8 100 she is big, she can go to 
NOTE: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can | college in town. 


read Std II level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. 


CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Sto II LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN 
Stp IV - Vil) 2006-2009 


CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN StD I - IV) 2006-2009 


100 


% Children 
% Children 


Std Il 
—W— 2007 


Std III 
—r— 2008 


Std IV 
—@— 2009 


Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 


—o— 2006 =i 2007 —w— 2008 —@— 2009 


READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH 
TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ 
ENGLISH (ALL ScHOooLs) 2009 


aot 


TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO 
COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLs) 2009 


Cannot Can readCan readCan read Can read Total Of those who Of those who 
STD. pe capital small simple easy STD. pppedtic th ee who 

mee letters letters words sentences meaning of the can tell masaing 

words of the sentences — 

| 23,4 35,1 30.6 8.3 2.8 100 | 100.0 100.0 
Il 12.3 B24 33.4 17.8 4.7 100 Il 94.2 100.0 
Hl Dah. «i a 47.4 26.3 93 100 lil 81.0 100.0 
IV 1.3 7.8 38.7 37.8 14.3 100 IV 73.4 63.1 What is your name? 
V 0.8 “0..-° 26.3 423° gaa ae V 74.1 97.7 This is a small bag. 
vi 0.0 1.6 44 58.2 35.8 100 vi 74.4 89.3 Des ree 
Vil 0.5 2.8 6.8 45.7 44.2 100 Vil 82.6 87.5 
Vill 0.0 1.3 10.0 18.7 70.0 100 Vill 100.0 90.8 ge 
TOTAL 4.8 10.6 24.8 32.6 27.2 100 TOTAL 79.8 90.5 ene a neers SS eencommyccee 
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN: WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC 
(Att ScHoots) 2009 MATHS TOOL 


Stp. Nothing — ee ae Subtract Divide _ Total . NE te _ anal lhcb iat 
l 14.9 34.3 38.9 Lad 4.8 100 
ll Sek LS 56.8 11.8 2.9 100 
ill 0.5 15.6 42.6 32.5 8.8 100 
IV 0:7 aan Sia 50.7 19,7 100 
Vv 0.4 Fz 2407 42.7 34.1 100 
Vi 0.0 9.0 6.6 47.6 45.8 100 
Vil 0.0 0.5 1.6 38.9 59.0 100 
Vill 0.0 é BP 4.8 9.2 84.8 100 
TOTAL a 9.0 eat 29.6 34.1 100 


NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who 
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction. 


CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS UPTO 9 
(IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN STD I - IV) 2007-2009 


CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME 
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GOvT SCHOOLS IN St IV - Vil) 
2007-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


Std | Std Il Std II Std IV Std IV Std V Std VI Std VII 
(2007 —w—2008 —@— 2009 2007  —w— 2008 4=9=—§-—-@— 2009 


TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES. 
BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009 , 


Year School 
GOVE 3350 ooo 46.9 55.2 54.7 55.7 | 62.2 

MO taeaes tas | 69.9 58.7 42.4 75.5. 55.0 

Govt 36,55 362 46.5 47.1 41.9 49.0 52.2 37.2 

Pur, ‘zeieewe eee 43.2 32.7 58.4 49.2 18:1 


2007 


2009 


NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about 
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the 
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these 
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children 
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that 
did not require payment. 
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CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD III] wHOo CAN AT LEAST READ Stop | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION. 
LEVEL TEXT. BY SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 By SCHOOL TYPE 2006-2009 


% Children 
% Children 


CHART 11: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StD V wHo CAN DO DIVISION 
2007-2009 


CHART 10: % BOYS AND GIRLS IN StpD III wHO CAN READ AT LEAST 
Stp | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 


% Children 


2007 2008 2009 
@ Boys @ Girls @ Boys @ Girls 


2008 


TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009 


Of these fathers : 


; % % — % % % 
Education “Fathers ls _ Children CRIgNan”? Children -Chilaran 
6to14 (Stdill-V) who (StdIll-V) (Std IlI-V) who (Std IV-VII1) 
out of can read level who can do canread attending 
school 1 (Std1 Text) subtraction words or more tuition 


or more or more in English 
No Schooling 18.8 0.0 68.7 66.5 49.8 Lée2 
Stp I-V 14.2 0.0 60.4 52.6 532 Sica 
Sto VI-VIII 16.8 0.0 48.5 5754 50.0 355 
Stp IX-X cS 74 0.0 5737 58.2 48.8 61.9 
ABOVE STD X 19.0 0.0 68.9 68.2 fass 54.2 


NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers 
and children. 


NOTE : 23 primary and 10 upper primary schools were visited in 2009. School data available on request. 
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Class-wise Distribution of Children in sample 2006-2009 


Age - Class Composition in sample 2009 


Sample Description 
Village Infrastructure and household Indicators 
Sample Design of Rural ASER 2009 


CLASS-WISE DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN IN SAMPLE 2006-2009 
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AGE - CLASS COMPOSITION IN SAMPLE 2009 
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| 

| 

| 90.7 86.1 10.2 1. 

| ye ae Std | 3 7p 12.5 
| Std 13.3 67 42.9 48.1 3.1 11.5 | | stay 4-5 10.4 79.1 15.9 4.1 12.7 
| | | 5.9 

| Std 1H 7.0 40.4 64.8 12.6 7.0 08 | | wae 8.5 72.1 22.0 71 3.5 5.5 13.6 
5.7 | 
| Stdiv 26.8 65.3 14.5 17.6 | 

| 7.6 | Std IV 8.8 67.7 22.2 13.7 
| StdVv 2.2 16.2 62.8 | | 4.7 67.4 24.1 3 
| 0.0 18° | ev ee ee sai 
| Std VI 2.5 8.1 16.2 67.8 20.3 13.6 | Std vi 2.3 a 4.9 63.7 234 70 7A 12.1 
| Std VII 3.8 4.4 18.0 48.8 13.5 8.0 Std VI 1.5 5.3 64.8 32.4 27.9 13.3 
/ 3.5 1.4 

| Std Vill 7.2 30.2 80.8 10.3 | Std VIII 1.1 48 57.2 59.6 8.2 


| Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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|B 805 639 33 73 24 is 3.2 | ig 928 660 10.3. 2.3 a 
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’ ASER 2009 


SAMPLE DESIGN OF RURAL ASER 2009 


Dr. Wilima Wadhwa 


The purpose of rural ASER 2009 is twofold: (i) to get reliable estimates of the status of children’s schooling and basic learning 
(reading, writing and math ability) at the district level; and (ii) to measure the change in these basic learning and school statistics 
from last year. Every year a core set of questions regarding schooling status and basic learning levels remains the same. However 


a set of new questions is added for exploring different dimensions of schooling and learning at the elementary stage. The latter set 
of questions is different each year. 


ASER 2006 and 2007 tested reading comprehension for different kinds of readers. ASER 2007 introduced testing in English and 
asked questions on paid tuition. ASER 2008 for the first time had questions on telling time and oral math problems using currency. 
In addition, ASER 2008 incorporated questions on village infrastructure and household assets. Investigators were asked to record 
whether the village visited had a pukka road leading to it, whether it had a bank, ration shop, etc. In the sampled households 
information on assets like type of house, phone, television, etc was recorded. 


ASER 2009 brings together elements from various previous ASERs. English testing and questions on tuition have been brought 
back from 2007. As in 2006, mothers have been tested for basic reading. As in 2008, ASER 2009 records household and village 
characteristics. In addition, this year ASER records education of fathers. 


Every alternate year, ASER surveyors visit a government primary or upper primary school in each sampled village. The school 
information is recorded either based on observations (such as attendance or usability of the facilities) or with information provided 
by the school (such as grants information). School observations were done in 2005 and 2007 and also in ASER 2009. 


Finally, ASER 2009 continues the process of strengthening and streamlining started in 2008. In each district 2 — 4 villages were re- 
visited after the survey in order to check how the survey was conducted. 


Since one of the goals of ASER is to generate estimates of change in learning, a panel survey design would provide more efficient 
estimates of the change. However, given the large sample size of the ASER surveys-and cost considerations, we adopted a 
rotating panel of villages rather than children. In ASER 2008, we retained the 10 villages from 2007 and 2006 and added 10 new 

villages. In ASER 2009 we dropped the 10 villages from ASER 2006, kept the 10 villages from 2008 and 2007 and added 10 more 
villages from the Census village directory. 


The sampling strategy used generates a representative picture of each district. All rural districts are surveyed. The estimates 
obtained are then aggregated to the state and all-India levels. 


Since estimates were to be generated at the district level, the minimum sample size calculations had to start at the district level. 
The sample size is determined by the following considerations: 


° Incidence of what is being measured in the population. Since a survey of learning has never been done in India, the 
incidence of what we are trying to measure is unknown in the population.’ 

¢ Confidence level of estimates. The standard used is 95%. 

° Precision required on either side of the true value. The standard degree of accuracy most surveys employ is between 5 
and 10 percent. An absolute precision of 5 % along with a 95% confidence level implies that the estimates generated by 
the survey will be within 5 percentage points of the true values with a 95% probability. The precision can also be specified 
in relative terms — a relative precision of 5% means that the estimates will be within 5% of the true value. Relative 


precision requires higher sample sizes. 


1 For the rural sector we can use the estimates from ASER 2008 to get an idea of the incidence in the population. 
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Sample size calculations can be done in various ways, depending on what assumptions are made about the underlying pipes 
With a 50% incidence, 95% confidence level and 5% absolute precision, the minimum sample size required in each strata? is 384, 
This derivation assumes that the population proportion is normally distributed. On the other hand, a sample size of 384 would imply 
a relative precision of 10%. If we were to require a 5% relative precision, the sample size would increase to 1600." Note that all the 
sample size calculations require estimating the incidence in the population. In our case, we can get an estimate of the incidence 
from previous ASER surveys. However, incidence varies across different indicators — so incidence of reading ability is different 
from incidence of dropouts. In addition, we often want to measure things that are not binary for which we need more observations. 
Given these considerations, the sample size was decided to be 600 households in each district.° In each district, we have 10 
villages from ASER 2007 and ASER 2008 and an additional 10 villages have been added this year to the sample, giving us a total of 
30 villages per district. In each village 20 households are surveyed as in previous ASERs since 2006, giving a household sample 
size of 600 per district. Note that at the state level and at the all-India level the survey has many more observations lending 
estimates at¢hose levels much higher levels of precision. 


if we had houselists at the district level, the 600 households could be randomly selected. In the absence of these, a two-stage 
sample design was adopted. In the first stage, 30 villages were randomly selected using the village directory of the 2001 Census 
as the sample frame.® In the second stage 20 households were randomly selected in each of the 30 selected villages in the first 
stage. 


Villages were selected using the probability proportional to size (PPS) sampling method. This method allows villages with larger 
populations to have a higher chance of being selected in the sample. It is most useful when the sampling units vary considerably 
in size because it assures that those in larger sites have the same probability of getting into the sample as those in smaller sites, 
and vice verse.” ® 


In the selected villages, 20 households are surveyed. Ideally, a complete houselist of the selected village should have been made 
and 20 households selected randomly from it. However, given time and resource constraints a procedure for selecting households 
was adopted that preserved randomness as much as possible. The field investigators were asked to divide the village into four 
parts. This was done because villages often consist of hamlets and a procedure that randomly selects households from some 
central location may miss out households on the periphery of the village. In each of the four parts, investigators were asked to start 
at a central location and pick every 5" household in a circular fashion till 5 households were selected. In each selected household, 
all children in the age group of 5-16 were tested.’ 


The survey provides estimates at the district, state and national levels. In order to aggregate estimates up from the district level 
households had to be assigned weights — also called inflation factors. The inflation factor corresponding to a particular household 
denotes the number of households that the sampled household represents in the population. Given that 600 households are 


N 


Stratification is discussed below. 


* The sample size with absolute precision is given by =P4_ where z is the standard normal deviate corresponding to 95% probability (=1.96), 
d 


pis the incidence in the population (0.5), g= (1-p) and d is the degree of precision required (0.05). 
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. . . . . . . 2 . 
The sample size with relative precision is given by a where z is the standard normal deviate corresponding to 95% probability (=1.96), pis the incidence in the 


. . c. 
population (0.5), g= (1-p) and r is the degree of relative precision required (0.1). 
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Sample size calculations assume simple random sampling. However, simple random sampling is unlikely to be the method of choice in an actual field survey. Therefore, often a 
design effect is added to the sample size. A design effect of 2 would double the sample size. At the district levei a 7% precision along with a 95% confidence level would imply 
a sample size of 196, giving us a design effect of approximately three. However, note that a sample size of 600 households gives us approximately 1000 — 1200 children per district. 


an 


Of these 30 villages, 10 are from ASER 2007, 10 from ASER 2008 and 10 are newly selected in 2009. They were selected randomly from the same sample frame. The 10 newvillages 
are picked as an independent sample. 


N 


ee proportional to size (PPS) isa sampling technique in which the probability of selecting a sampling unit (village, in our case) is proportional to the size of its population. 
e Garr works as follows: First, the cumulative population by village is calculated. Second, the total household population of the district is divided by the number of sampling 
units (villages) to get the sampling interval (SI). Third, a random number between 1 and the Sl is chosen. This is referred to as the random start (RS). The RS denotes the site of the 


first village to be selected from the cumulated population. Fourth, the followin i i i 
: ; g series of numbers is formed: RS; RS+SI; RS+2SI; RS+3SlI; .... The vil i 
the cumulative population, contains the numbers in the series. o_o 


oo 


Most large household surveys in India, like the National Sample Survey and the National Famil 
first stage. 


y Health Survey also use this two stage design and use PPS to select villages in the 
In larger villages, the investigators increased the interval according to a rough estimate of the number of households in each part. For instance, ifa village had 2000 households | 


each part in the village would have roughly 500 households. Selectin eS i 
; g every 5" household would leave out a large ch - ituati i i 
were asked to increase the interval between selected households. : hs ee ee 
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sampled in each district regardless of the size of the district, a household in a larger district will represent many more households 
and, therefore, have a larger weight associated with it than one in a sparsely populated district. 


The advantage of using PPS sampling is that the sample is self weighting at the district level. In other words, in each district the 
weight assigned to each of the sampled household turns out to be the same. This is because, the inflation factor associated with 
a household is simply the inverse of the probability of it being selected into the sample times the number of households in the 
sample. Since PPS sampling ensures that all households have an equal chance of being selected at the district level, the weights 
associated with households in the same district are the same. Therefore, weighted estimates are exactly the same as the un- 
weighted estimates at the district level. However, to get estimates at the state and national levels, weighted estimates are needed 
since states have a different number of districts and districts vary by population. 


Even though the purpose of the survey is to estimate learning levels among children, the household was chosen as the second 
stage sampling unit. This has a number of advantages. First, children are tested at home rather than in school, allowing all 
children to be tested rather than just those in school. Further, testing children in school might create a bias since teachers may 
encourage testing the brighter children in class. Second, a household sample will generate an age distribution of children which 
can be cross-checked with other data sources, like the census and the NSS. Third, a household sample makes calculation of the 
inflation factors easier since the population of children is no longer needed. 


Often household surveys are stratified on various parameters of interest. The reason for stratification is to get enough observations 
on entities that have the characteristic that is being studied. The ASER survey stratifies the sample by population in the first stage. 
No stratification is done at the second stage. Finally, if we were to stratify on households with children in the 3-16 age group, we 
would need the population of such households in the village, which is not possible without a complete houselist of the village. 
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